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Notice to Quit 


F or a period spanning 
two years, Leeds AFA 
and, In particular, a 
prominent member of that 
branch have been the subject 
of a campaign mounted by 
elements of the left that have 
cast doubts on the individual 
and the branch's Integrity. 
Much of the source material 


matter drop. 

Lo and behold, the Spring 
edition of Green Anarchist, 


researcher Larry O'Hara. 

las m eealea a! art! nla m amf 

in i series ot articles a no 
pdmpnieis ne questioned tne 
loyalty and motives of Paul B. 
While never actually making 
the allegation directly that 
Paul was an MIS/SB operative 
or asset, the evidence' 
presented by O'Hara all 
pcinteo in inis direction ana 
he was aware that precisely 
this conclusion would be 
drawn by others. As 
indeed It was. And so the 
campaign of Innuendo 
gathered momentum. 
Through all of this, Paul 
maintained a dignified 
silence. Unfortunately, 
far from deterring his 
critics, ms snenct gave 
them courage. 

London AFA, who are 
familiar with the 
mentality of the hate 
campaigners, watched 
the situation with 
interest, and only 
decided to step in when 
It became dear that far 
from abating the witch¬ 
hunt had begun to 
implicate AFA as an 
organisation. 

Internal Affairs 

London AFA advised 
Leeds that It would now 
be prudent to provide the 
evidence that would 
allow AFA to refute the 
charges nationally. 
Somewhat reluctantly, 
because they considered 
that they had more important 
business on their agenda, 
they agreed. When the news 
leaked that AFA was to hold 
an Inquiry, the c a mpaigner! 
were ecstatic, feeling that 
they had been vindicated. In 
this flush of triumphalism, the 
accusations previously 
wmsperea, were now pupiiciy 
proclaimed In face-to face 
confrontations. 

The subsequent Incidents 
proved this forthright line of 
attack to be, shall we say, 
mlsiudaed 

In the Interim, London AFA 
invited Larry O'Hara to 
contribute anyway he could 
toward an equitable solution. 
He was more than happy to 
do so. 

In a free and frank 
exchange, he was invited to 
prove hie case; habeus 
corpus, produce the body. He 
was unable to do so. Some of 
the central planks to hla 
conspiratorial edifice were 
discarded by mutual agree¬ 
ment. We parted on the 
understanding that the result 
of the inquiry, barring a 
confession from Leeds, was 
now a forgone conclusion. It 
would not he contested bv 
him, STMThe* wotiicf let ’the 


source of disinformation on 
inis ana reiatea issues tor 
some time, devoted a full 
page to the Leeds affair. 

This was done with the full 
knowledge that O'Hara, on 
whose analysis the atta0a- 
tions were entirely baaed, had 
washed his hands of it. 
Indeed, as they explain In 


bility for the article is "ours 

Kia " [!*■ nnnif mai mm 

noi ms . • or gooo measure, 
mey implicate anotner promi- 
nent AFA militant, Malcolm 
Aslans, tea'dupe'of the MS- 
front Searchlight. This 
Individual had previously 


accusations would moat 
likely have split the organisa¬ 
tion from stem to stem. 

R ise rrarflt tka rflseiAlinA 

is creoit to in© Discipline 

*%S |lhA AAfiiiiate Ika# ikla 

of in® aciivisis in*! inis was 
not allowed to occur 

On the contrary, while the 
rumour factory was at full 
production, AFA was method¬ 
ically fighting the BNP to a 
standstill. Interestingly 
enough, the majority of the 
scandal-mongers, while 
fearless in their exposes, 
showed no appetite for this 
form of political confronta¬ 
tion. 

W ith the likely election of 
a Labour government, 
the far-right, who are rubbing 
their hands in glee at the 


branches but against the 
organisation as a whole. 
Again unlike AFA, the allega¬ 
tions have not been restricted 
to obscure journals and 
pamphlets. As well as the 
usual unattributed whisper¬ 
ings amongst sections of the 
left, there have also been 
efforts by graffiti to to influ¬ 
ence the General oublic On 

wifvw wni gei yrwwvv* wi 


Special Branch”; “run by 
MI5”; "planting bombs" etc. 
Similar stories circulating on 
the Left have been, If 
anything, even more halr- 


hsve even surfaced In the 
medta. One example was an 
article in a Sunday paper 


Action as a group controlled 
bv Soecial Branch and MI5 as 

■ wi virvii mvvf w 

N fk ^ uaraeilu a| fk* «*laif*i 

in© veracity 01 tne claim 

hftnnnfi A* ■ m a|I r» — H —--- 

9 bb oeyona Question. now, 

IMA k t IA AA ftuiff A« 1 ^^ IkA# |k m 

w® nave no eviaence inai tne 
campaign has directly 
damaged Red Action in any 



Even the most credulous 
will recognise that this 

aamaIaa| nLlfinin.fi auiau A# aa 

constant cnipping away at an 
organisation's soundness 
and Integrity leaves it vulner¬ 
able to a variety of state 
manoeuvres, particularly in 
the atmosphere of height¬ 
ened political tension and 
intrigue that is anticipated. 

R is not being suggested 
that suspects should be 
given the benefit of the doubt, 
or that a blind eye is turned 
towards any political puzzle. 
On the contrary, there is a 
need for greater 
scrutiny. There is 
also a need for an 
agreed code of 
conduct to govern 
responses to such 


Code of 
Conduct 


IkAAA AAbAAMAji U. . Q — — L. II — L- A 

Kjssfi smearea oy oearcniigni 

as a fascist infiltrator. 

At the time that Searchlight 
denounced Aatells, they 
Insisted it was to 'help' 
protect the 

anti-fascist movement, partic¬ 
ularly AFA, from itself. 
Searchlight’s arch-enemy 
Larry O'Hara Immediately 
went in to print to defend AFA 
organiser Astells and In retal¬ 
iation suggested that AFA 
organiser Paul, a Searchlight 
connaani. mignt oe an MI9 


prospect, will re-align 
With a 'socialist' Labour In 
government In head on 
confrontation with the 
wonting ciass, ano witn tne 
Tories discredited, the far- 
right will attempt to cast 
themselves as the natural 
party of opposition. 
unaouDieaiy inis win ncraio 


0'H»r» too hi. h* 


gation. Green Anarchist has 
squared this pedicular circle 
by denouncing both A and B 
as suspect, in order to, we kid 
you not, "help AFA's deliber¬ 
ations Into this cause for 
concern . 

Now, all Involved know that 
In order to remain effective, 
AFA's attitude to legality has 
always been flexible. As a 
consequence, AFA Is 
regnraoa oy mena ana roe 
alike as only semi-legal. Had 
accusations like these been 
taken seriously not only 
would it have distracted from 
the task in hand, but the very 
fact of responding to public 


political conflict. 

Undoubtedly, the state will be 

AA#lliA I |ajJa. .k«AJ#|.l aMaaa 

■cii vs. unaouDieaiy, ciiipcjd- 
tlons of InfIRratlons and 
provocateurs will be 

liflriaanraarl xi-t A || a| aLaaa 

wioespreaa noi an or insse 
allegations will be without 
substance... On the other 
hand, It may well be the 

AfA 4 A%AA#Al IMA |knl AAA M mLInA 

provocateurs tnat are making 
the allegations. To bed 
Jacket’ or 'dirty Joe’ a 
colleague are familiar terms 
In American Black Panther 
and Irish Republi ca n circles 

Whisperings 

In tandem with the 
cempelgn against AFA, an 
even mors malicious 
campaign has been mounted 
against Red Action. Though 
the allegations have been 
similer, unlike AFA this has 
not been directed 1 against 
particular individuals or 


Indeed, given the shady 
background of the individual 
to whom the remarks have 
been attributed (IPLO, SNLA 
ate), the effect if any has been 
dlrectfyjhe opposite of that 
intended. Because of that, 
our attitude hat always bean 
level-headed and relaxed. 
That said, it would also be 
irresponsible to Ignore the 

ennelenl Am 4m a! HUIn ln r 

constant arip anp ot aisimOf- 

motion and black 
propaganda, So the situation 

|iaaa m n nHnMi ri 

nis DCfti monnoreo. 

TlkAfA |a A flAAAAA #A« A A 1 A A 

mere is s reason tor going 
to print at this time. While we 
have uncovered no substan¬ 
tial evidence that the 
cemDeian is co-ordinated It 
does not have to be. 

TkAM-A. .jjl a|aa| ImjJIaa 

mere are suuicieru inoica- 
nons 10 suggest inai ine real 
purpose It to prepare the 
ground for a more direct 
attack upon Red Action and 
AFA at an opportune later 
date. In this context W It 
worth remembering that at 
various times AFA and RA 

||A|JA a IMAaUi M kAAAft J#AAAA|kA^ 

nave arreaoy oeen oescriDeo 
by the media as: enjoying 
“paramilitary structures"; **• 

IaaaA 4 a, |k A IQin, “infiHiete fi 

''Oni Tor me ivm • vvvfiitrAiea 

hy the lWA"V k '1hflRrsfs<r by 


A general recom- 

■MAaUaAIa A ,a«A . ||ji k A 

menaanon wouio oe 

to first 

inform/confront the 
organisation or 
appropriate authority 
within it directly and 
discreetly, with the 
grounds for suspi¬ 
cion. This simple 
safeguard is rscom* 
mended to any 
organisation ss • 
gsneral political 
principle, and should 
bt adopted as a 
core-value by any 
group or organisa¬ 
tion that has any 
reason to fear 
disruption from 
within or without. 

This cods of conduct 
prote ct # both the organisa¬ 
tion and the individual. Ones 
this basic procedure Is 
adopted, the pointing of a 
finoer at s colleaaue or the 
public repetition of s rumour 
about an individual or group 
would automatically bs 


A false accusation can bs as 
debilitating and disruptive as 
an actual provocateur. To opt 
for a trial by amaar and 
innuendo, whether publicly or 
privately, le always to play 
directly Into the hands of the 


Ea# IJiasa i ■ ik n a a a| 1 a • >a | A 

rot inose wno continue to 

treat the reputations of 
individuals or organisations 
with which Red Action is 
associated In such a cavalier 
manner we have this to sty, 
and it will on tv be said once* 

*v vs wiii v»My vw wary Viww• 

From here on In, having 
esiaDiisneo tnat tne method 
runs counter to the stated 
objective, the motivation of 
the accuser rather than the 
accused will be our primary 
cause for concern'. 

we nave own patient dui we 

kAtM h Af# Aa% A , , A k a. I A. A t a. A. A A 

nave nao enoupn. Notice to 
quit. 
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GLASGOW 

T he following report should be 
aeea in the context of increas- 
ingly murderous attacks by 
loyalista/tascists on Celtic fans. 


have so fir led to the deaths of three 
young Celtic fans 

There are parts of Glasgow that art 
aow considered unsafe to walk through 
if you happen to support Celtic. There 


Round-up with 
the Usual Suspects 


etr name to Youth for 
in Europe’ and leave 


A couple of Celtic lads were having a 
with a guy whose face they 


operate with impunity. We are realistic 
enough to recognise that there comes a 
time when you have to 


football “Honest, I’m not a Hearts 
casual!” was ad the young man kept 


murders. There are people in Scotland 
who are willing to bring the terror of 
the loyalist death squads to our 


Enter a Red Action member who also 


she seen 

in the planned attack after the M draw 
between Celtic and Rangers earlier in 
the year. A group of S Geltic Casuals 
to AFA were drinking in 
lar dty centre bar when a 
30 fascists stormed the 
pub shouting “ClfT, “BNP" and “Seif 
HeT. Their attackers, led by 
ICF Casuals and s group of skinheads 


“That's right, he’s not a Hearts casual, 
you’re Chris Lam*, loyalist and co- 
editor of the Red Hand magazine, 
aren’t your 

Cue the launch of glasses and bottles - 
the bold Chris, who likes to be at the 
head of every loyalist counter-demo, 
leaps the bar as a bottle crashes on the 
back of his bend; the other loyalists 
with him scattered in all directions 


of this event we have been approached 
by an ex-cwpic in relation to joining 
AFA. 

Talking of the Villa fash, (be ’Villa 
Fans Against LoyaJism and Fascism’ 
aiolmn have beea going down (and 
up) really well in and around Villa 

‘Vttta 08’ who have sent a sarcastic 
message to an alleged AFA supporter 
who used to follow the Villa via their 
08 rag The Order’ 

Reports hot off the press that the 
singing of “No surrender” by Villa fans 
in a boozer by Wembley before the 
Coca Cote Cup final ao incensed a 
Villa anti-fascist that he led a looc 


stand, the small group of Celtic boys 
were forced to barricade themselves 
into the pub toilet. The fascists then 
proceeded to batter a 70 year old man 
who drinks in the pub and attacked 
other regulars. 

The main men at Rangers who have 
flirted with fascism for yean and now 
claim to be fully fledged members of 
08 are David Carrick from 
Bisbopbriggs and Scott Newlands 
from Tbwnhcad Carrick served a 3 
year jail sentence for removing the eye 
of a Derby County ten in an attach by 
Soatei teas on a bus load of England 
supporters in Glasgow a few years ago 
Scott Ntwrl—fo was out of toss 
turned over by s group of snti-fascists 
in the loyalist Glaswegian Bar about 
eighteen mooths ago. 


BIRMINGHAM 

S upporters of the IWCA in the 
Midlands recently attended various 
SWF “public” rallies to promote the 
IWCA At the meeting in 

Wolverhampton Tbny Cliff talked 
•bout the Asylum BUI and spent the 
whole time slagging off the Labour 
Party, pointing out that their policy on 
immigration in the test twenty years 
has been every bit as bad as the Ibries. 
This provided the opportunity for the 
IWCA to intervene to ask the burning 
question “Why the fuck do you ask 
people to vote for them?" 

Unfortunately, the SWP, being the 
democratic party that H it, did not 
from the floor. The 


The ensuing 
nose and one very sore head 
wondering what had hit them. Well, we 
can provide the answer! The shape of 
things to come hopefully. The (not 
very when H comes to their mates) 
loyalists outnumbering our lone 
avenger made no attempt to help their 
beleaguered friends. Comrades in 
arms, no surrender, blah blah bteh..«tc. 


A policeman 
/^cheques to 


Reprisal 1 

MZf 


recently. David Carrick 


on a Saturday afternoon only to be 
confronted by a squad of anti-fascists 
After the initial shock, he wu 
headbutted, and pummelled by several 
of the concerned citizens present. A 
group of men drinking in the bar who 
we thought were a bit suspect earlier, 
immediately came to Carrick'i aid 
only to be glaaaed, bottled and battered 
by the AFA i 


debate bad to ensue with the swappics 
outside. Al first they seemed quite 
confident to debate voting Labour with 
us, but after a good discussion many of 
them were unable to defend their 
policy. One teacher told us, “I hate the 
fucking Labour Party too, you know”. 
When asked why she voted for them 
and encouraged other people to do the 


Reprisal 2 

Cighi days taler, in the same bar, a 
•E/group of Rangers Casuals are 
about to get a late lock-in when the 
doors burst open and another outfit of 
concerned citizens rush in. In the 


walked off. 

This sums up our experience with the 
Labour-supporting Left. Presented 
with an alternative from working class 
people they run a mile. Do they not like 
us? 

In Birmingham it was decided to just 
leaflet the meeting as it was only 
attended by the party 
hacks. This we did before 
retiring to the local pub. 

The next day, after 


for chemical analysis and finger¬ 
printing (Daily Mirror 23/3/96). The 
officer, who has not been named, sent 
the cheques from Wantage police 
station in Oxfordshire to Scene of 
Crime detectives at Newbury, Berks. 
Do you think that this copper could be 

..he infamous WcM Midlands 

Police who were giving evidence 
one of the Celtic teds who was 


Birmingham City? Apparently the 
details in their ~«f*w»frv including 
the time, were written before the arrest 
had even taken place. Spooky, ah? The 
case was thrown out of court, much to 
the bemusement of the police and CPS. 
Altogether now, “Celtic 1 Coppers 0”. 

LEICESTER 

Bloody Sunday 

O n Saturday 27tb January the 
annual Bloody Sunday’ march 
was held in Leicester. The official 


ne thrown by 
the bar staff who appear to have a very 
cosy relationship with the fascists who 
drink in the pub. After giving them a 
good kicking, their assailants exit. One 
Rangers Casual has been quoted as 
saying, “Celtic are just a bunch of 
lefties and reds!” Lefties and Reds who 
can kick your arses 
Still smarting from the previous attack, 
leading fascists and loyalists have 
named a prominent Celtic casual who 
they are heatfountiag. We’d just like to 
warn them that if anything happens to 
this individual, the reply will be swift 
and not necessarily on those who most 
expect it. Anyone who doubts us 
among the fash should speak to ten 
“Crazy" MacMillan about the masked 
men who came to visit him a few yean 
back. Ian is no longer active in fascist 
circles - not ao crazy these days. Aa 
instant cure for Ms insanity, apparently. 


members of the SWP. we 
beard that after the 
meeting about 60 of them 
had been ran, a good few 


id two hospi¬ 
talised by what appears to 
be have beea twelve Villa 
fash. It seems that the 
Vilte fash make their way 
into the city centre after 
midweek matches looking 
for soft targets, after Tony 
a few other 


Rat Cornered by ‘Tiny Sect’! ^ ^ 
A fter last year’s anti-racism march 
/“Vlhrough Glasgow when s squad of 
Celtic boys and Red Action personnel 
had been mistaken for fash and 
Rangers casuals by the police and the 
march organisers, we decidod to go 
sniffing for fascists elsewhere. Hoping 
to ambush Rangers' fascist mob on 
their way to Edinburgh, we holed up in 
a bar in the train station. Rangers' mob 
never materialised but a number of 
nervous Hearts tens (who were playing 
Celtic that day) drew our attention 


giving it the large around 
New Street Station. 

The SWP never learn, do 
they? The posters adver¬ 
tising the meeting 
to Fight 
Obviously the 
red boning a 

little. 

A white bloke was 
walking past with bis 
black girlfriend when the 



battered on the floor. The 


couple to look out as it 
was the “Nartsees” doing 
the battering. The fash 
told them that they didn't 
have to worry u they 
were only after “there red 
scum”. Strsage that. 
When ever they've come 
across us “red scum" they 
decide not to pursue that 
particular policy. In light 


April 20 

The English Amalgamated Committee of the Apprentice Boys of Derry 
Combat 18 security intend to march on Saturday April 27, assembling at Lincoln 
Inn's Field all pm. Anti Fascist Action is calling for a counter-demonstration to 
assemble at the same site for 12.30. The claim by loyalist organisers that 
Combat 18 are‘unwelco m e' on the demonstration is a sham. C18 stewarded the 
same march last year. Political fraternisation between the two is long 
frstawsnea. inrauanoui me etgrmes lasosis ano loyalists openly collaborated 
violently opposing initiatives by the Irish community. AFA it a single-issue organ¬ 
isation. It has no policy on Ireland. It is the evidence of long standing 
fraternisation between loyalists and fascists and the active participation of Cl8 in 
the event that makes it an inevitable, legitimate and inviting anti fascist target 
Irish Poet, May 4 . 

Anti-fascists dashed with loyalists in central London last weekend as the 
Apprentice Boys of Derry staged a march. Members of Glasgow's Pride of 
Govan Band were drinking in the White Hart pub, Theobokte Road. Hotoom, 
whan counter-demonstraters attacked, smashing the pub’s windows and hospi¬ 
talising four people. Anti-Fascist Action claimed responsibility for the attack. 

A bomb scare caused by a suspect vehicle delayed the march in setting off from 
Lincoln's inn Field, and Pride of Govan band members required a police escort 
to the assembly point after being attacked. An estimated 100 counter 
dtmonsMora were cordoned off in Hotoom to prevent any further dashes. A 
massive police presence, including officers with batons and riot gear and some 
on horse back prevented any further fighting'. 


Troops Out Movement slogans of 
“What do we want • Brits out now!" 

- 1 - -1 —is 1 — at 1-^ ~ai -a- - - 

ina outer similar!) limp leny cite Ms 


loyalists arc usually interested in 
havhy a look al this traditionally 
poorty-stewarded event, and with an 
Orange lodge Ina than fifty miles 
away, and the BNP's application for a 
counter-demonstration lodged and 
denied, anti-fascists mobilised. 

All that was seen oo the day was two 
local fash with homemade stickers 
who quickly disappeared into the 
woodwork, until a group of Leicester's 
Baby Squad’ chaps turned up at a pub 
where AFA activists were drinking. 
Their opening gambit “Where’s the 
IRA bastards?” was met with a 
predictable, swift snd in ooe care, 
musically-accompanied response. 
Most of the dozen or so attackers 
bravely fled, the two or three that stood 
were later removed from the snow by 
ambulances. Altogether now, “No-ooe 
fights you like we do. in the Celtic 
Soccer Crew" etc. 

A good day was topped off by a lively 
social with more from the bands. One 
of the main topics of conversation that 
night was the failure of the far-right to 
organise anything even vaguely resem¬ 
bling a credible street presence these 
days... 

T he Labour-run Leicester City 
Council has always pandered to 
the middle-aged, middle-class 
residents of the dty, and have recently 
decided to spend £10,000 on stopping 
iksir hoarding to the town hall square. 
A group of local youths are 
campaigning to have the money spent 
on a skateboard park instead. To use 
the money to do something positive 
rather than oppressive seems like a 
good idea to us but there is a twist to 
this... 

The youths campaigning are local 
members of 'Youth against Racism in 
Europe' and are campaigning as such. 
This seems to be the only work they're 
doing whilst the BNP snd National 
Democrats are campaigning on local 
council estates where the YRE don't 
have the bottle to go. We suggest that 


ment to do the job. 

Another long-running row over 
spending in Leicester was the council 's 
decision to build two temples, one 
Hindu and one Muslim, in an area with 
i minute Asian population, rather than 
in an area where they are actually 
demanded. This immediately put the 
bucks wp oa tbi estate where foe 
temple shea were to be and helped to 
create aa area of racial hostility where 


MP and Asian barrialer Keith Vhz 
suggested that the answer to this kind 
of problem would be to create Asian- 
only estates. He was decried by the 
local Asian population, and this kind of 
separatist stance shows that the man is 
out of touch with his own community 
and his working class constituents. 

EPINBURQH 

Tn June test year ten supporters of 
IaFA were ancmed in Edinburgh as 
they attempted to stop fascists and 
loyalist! from attacking the James 
Connolly CommonmorsUon Parade 
Six months later, in December, their 
trial came to court. Of the ten, seven 
appeared in court, three tailed to turn 
up. and before the trial went ahead 
another three (who were up oo the ooe 
charge of Breach of the Peace )had their 
charges dropped. The prosecution 
decided that the four remaining defen¬ 
dants would stand trial as they faced a 
more serious array of charges, 
including Assaulting a Police Officer, 
Resisting Arrest and Breach. 


The prosecution had brought forward 
> (all police officers) 


arresting AFA stewards was not that 
easy and the atmosphere outside the 
courtroom was tense as the police 


prosecution witness t oo k the »i»mt the 
defence was able to question the use of 
plain dofosa o fficers to what was 
basically an attack upon the AFA 
stewards. From the defendants' point 
of view this was important as they had 
beea told by their lawyers that there 
was no way they could not get a guilty 
verdict and that a couple of them could 
expect a prison sentence. Pointing out 
the police's irregular actions on the day 
and their failure to properly identify 
themselves is most likely what caused 
the prosecution to stop the trial proce¬ 
dure after only ooe witness had been 
questioned, and to offer plea bargains 
to the defendants. The Stale obviously 
didn't want the defendants getting off 
but didn't relish the prospect of the 
police witnesses making an arse of it as 
they described their seriously out of 
order behaviour. So while the prosecu¬ 
tion was still desperate to convict, in 
effect the defendants would benefit 
from the state’s ineptitude. 

All four AFA members were willing to 
accept the offer and pleaded guilty to 
the less serious charges facing them in 
order to get the others dropped. All 
four received community service 
orders from IU0 to 200 hours. 

The important thing to note is that after 
ten militant anti-fascists were anested 
in what was a fairly serious situation, 
none received prison sentences and 
AFA was able to keep its activists just 
that, active. 

It has been suggested that accepting a 
plea bargain on the day was tanta¬ 
mount to a “deal with the slate”. As ter 
as AFA is concerned it was the best 
way out of a no-win situation and 
considering where the accusations 
came from (the ranks of the JCS) an 
organisation that attempted to call a 
truce with the forces of loyalism and 
fascism in order to let its march pass 
peacefully, AFA could easily say of its 
detractors that it is a case of the pot 
calling the kettle Mack. AFA is ool in 
the habit of striking deals with the 
State and as its militant actions on the 
day show, it’s not in the habit of doing 
deals with the fash either. 


O a 24 April 

assem 


F assembling al a rc-direction point 
in preparation for a regional meeting 
became suspicious of some dubious 
looking characters in the vicinity of the 

Continued Over 




pub. one of whoa went to the outstoc 
phone a number of times, presumably 
lo inform others of our presence. The 
third time the BNP boochcad left the 
pub. the antifascist* took the initia 
live. TWo of the fascists inside the 


another two of the would-be 
ambunhers tried lo escape from the 
pub during the confusion, to be 
confronted by other anti-faackts just 


anti-fascists rather than any real 
ability to min it on the streets. The 
problem in the past has always 
revolved around the now defunct NF. 
and their heroic street leader. David 
Sudworth. who waa formerly the 
North West organiser of that oraani- 


Quickiy assessing the situation the 
anti-fascists waded in Meanwhile 
the bah in the phone box had adopted 
an "Honest. I’m talking to my 
girlfriend" type pom. attempting to 
avoid eye contact with the anti- 
fascists racing up and down the street 
in front of him. Just as be begins to 
relax, thinking weVe miaacd him. a 
man walked towards the phone box. 
opens the door, and seconds later the 


Thin sorry individual has recently 
jumped ship and is now to be beard 
proclaiming the invincibility of 
Combat 18, although CIS’s recent 
activity has amounted to nothing 
more than a rim in graffiti, and the 
intimidation of ANL types in the 


thorn that didn’t know any better had 
always been one of that of a nutter, 
who had the backing of many influ¬ 
ential people. This myth was forever 
shattered when unfortunately for him 
and his friends be finally met up with 
members of Red Action on a recent 
outing to a local pub. 

On itn* night in question Sudworth 


BOLTON 

planned Loyalist march through 


A 1>I 

x\BoHoh 


13th April was prevented by Greater 
Manchester Police following scuffles 
between members of Anti-Fascist 
Action and Combet 18 stewards This 
coupled with the arrival of a large 
contingent of local Asian youth 
meant that the police could no lonoer 
guarantee public safety, and the 
march was stopped. 

The march, organised by the English 
Amalgamated Committee of the 
Apprentice Boys of Londonderry, 
was of interest to AFA because a 
similar march in London lart year 
had attracted a large C18 following. 
Press coverage, and our own 
enquiries had confirmed that this 
would be the cam this year. 
Therefore, oe the morning of the 
march, ■ large AFA contingent 
gathered on the outskirts of Bohon 
and approached the assembly point 
via several pubs where it was 
rumoured that C18 bad been sported 
drinking. 

Upon approaching the assembly 
point we were sported by the police 
who suddenly panicked and called in 
reinforcements, including dogs and 
bones. During the ensuing chaos, the 
brave Aryan warriors of CI8 stayed 
firmly behind police lines, but 
continued lo shout the odds and 
gestured at AFA members to charge 
through the riot police to get at them. 
Suddenly, the situation changed as 
three members of Oldham C18 
foolishly wandered too close lo the 
police lines and found themselves on 
the wrong side of them, and were 
pushed into the AFA group. They 
were dealt with in the time-honoured 
and traditional manner while their 
racial comrades looked oo. 

Intensified police activity made any 
further intervention impossible, and 
the AFA group dispersed. The 
following morning the AFA 
ansaphone was full of messages from 
08, most of which went along the 
lines of “We’re drinking in Bolton 
until dosing time, why don't you 
come and gel us?" However, for 
some strange reason they all 
neglected to inform us of their exact 
whereabouts. They had their chance 
oo the day and bottled it. 

The activities of the English 
Amalgamated Committee of the 
Apprentice Boys of Londonderry 
will continue to be of interest to 
militant aati-fsscists while they 
continue to ally themselves with the 
likes of Cl8. As an AFA press release 
after the event put it: “If you lie down 
with dogs, you wake up with flew!" 

WIGAN 

r Phc local fascists in Wigan had 
1 until recently always enjoyed a 
reputation as a group of people to be 
feared. This owed more to the fact 
that they had somehow always 
managed to avoid cootact with local 


local beer when they were spotted by 
Red Action members. After we 
tipped off the doormen to our inten- 
tioas they revealed that they were 
sympathetic and would not intervene 
as long as no violence took place on 
the premises. We agreed and upon 
entering the pub, we invited (be 
fascists outside for a good kicking. 
Despite the odds being heavily in 
their favour, they declined. There 
was nothing to do but wail for them 
to vacate the premises of their own 
accord. 

When they finally had no choice but 
to leave on account of the pub 
dosing, they were forced into a 
confrontation that they obviously did 
am want. As soon as they reached the 
exit, the first one out pleaded to he 
left alone sod denied he was a fascist. 
In reply, one of our number said “You 
will be known by the friends you 
keep" and be was given a kicking. At 
this point, (be remaining fascists tried 
to re-enter the pub, and began 
pleading with the doormen to be let 
beck in. One of their number wu 
actually pushed out of the pub by 
Sudworth himself, who then pleaded 
for mercy oo account of being a 
catholic. Needless to say, he was 
soon examining the floor in greater 
detail. 

At thk point Mr Sudworth was still 
trying to force his way part the four 
doormen, while two of our number 
were trying to pull him out. He was 
screaming like s stuck pig. and the 
fear oo his face had to be seen to be 
believed. Even so he managed to 
escape, but not before receiving a 
good few slaps for his trouble. While 
hiding behind the doormen be was 
asked if he enjoyed his “Red Action 
kicking". 

During the confusion some of km 
friends had escaped and came back 
with rciaforcemcots, who also 
showed great reluctance to engage in 
combat. They advanced no nearer 
than twenty-five yank and proceeded 
lo make threatening noises and 
gestures. Decile being even further 
outnumbered, we accepted the offer 
and flattened another seven of tbeir 


arrived, bringing the odds to 
something like ten to one in their 
favour. Mott of this lot weren't 
fascists, but local football lack who 
fancied a fight. We decided ft was 
time to nuke a strategic withdrawal, 
content with the night's work. 
However, we heard later that this lot 
picked a fight with an innocent 
byttander who was not involved in 
the incident. 

Since that night we have beard that 
Sudworth’s reputation has taken a 
severe nose-dive. In the part he had 
been able to trade off his reputation 
as some kind of hard man Wc knew 
that he was living on borrowed time 
and that sooner or later we would 
eventually encounter him. He is now 
left to walk alone due to his 
cowardice oo that fateful night in 
Wigan 


Dear Red Action, . . , Pv 

Though not a subscriber to your paper. I do manage 
to pick up the odd copy now and then, and although 
not entirely agreeing with all you have to say, I find 
much of the content and analysis interesting 
It was with interest that I read the recent 
IRSP/TNlv\ statement concerning the unseen hand 
of the British stale within its own organisations), 
in the Weekly Worker ptper.. 

Denying that the recent events have been pert of an 
internal political feud, the IRSP's Kevin McOuillan ■— 
claims that It is down to the activities of “two 
former INLA members who were expelled from INLA in f 
1995 after they entered into a self-declared ceasefire". Ac 
of these e** leading niciBbcfi "ovcficcifl^ tfic dcccncm 
IRSP" follow, and this unequivocal statement “We wi 

simplest levehhey can appear as levels of cgolmd power, 
more sinister icvei mey are airecteo oy isntisn intelligence 
occasion the finger is pointing in that direction". 

What is significant here is the apparent seniority within the 
the men in question Unlevs I am very much mistaken the 
in question included the («x) chief of rtaff himself, a t 
accused, it would appear, of "working to a sinister agi 


♦LETTERS* 


Dear Red Action. 

I don’t know if you’ve aeen ft. but the article 
srtions |f \toting Changed Anything' in Black Flag 
of the 207 puts them in line with the SWP, and 

defend somewhere to the right of Militant ia its 

* “* position on the Labour Party. 


The article 


principles re elections off the beck of the 


Dear Red Action 
Eadoeed is traastation of a letter 
I received from political 
prisoners ia Chile. There are 
approximately 80 ia the High 
Security Priaon. The women are 
fat another priaon (around 20). 
They belong lo different polit¬ 
ical tendencies: MIR, Frente 
Patriotic© Manuel Rodriguez 
(formerly the armed wing of the 
CP that broke with the party) 
and Lautauro Deatacameato 
Raul Pellegrini 

I have visited the political 
prisoners and I know they would 
like an exchange with politics! 
prisoners in other countries. 
Fraternally. EG. San Francisco 


The arrival of aeo-democracy 
in Chile was a result of the 
hopes for justice of many 
HiiUmm hopes of social justice, 
buniM justice historic justice 
against the crimes of a state 
which had disappeared and 

And the “government of the 
agreement" was installed ia 
power thanks to the support of 
those who were left. But this 


Open Letter from the 
Political Prisoners In 
Chile. 

A new concept of what a 
/Aprison is • the so-called 
“High Security Prison" has 
become a cyst in Chile for two 


government presented a 
program which it has aot carried 
out and Is busy selling the 
country to the highest bidder, 
trampling We sovereignty of the 
nation. 

We political prisoners will not 
stop looking for forms of 
struggle that turn this prison into 
a place that is humane and 
worthy. We call upon all honest 
Chileans to support this 
document in order to change the 
permanent punishment that is 
going on in this prison. Make 
copies of this document sad 
send them to other organisa¬ 
tions, such as labour 


It is a prison designed to lions, such as labour 


rally those inside iL It serves the tiona. human rights groups, 
fascist desire to bury alive Semi letters sad faxes to the 
human beings, eradicate tbeir Ministry of Interior of Chile, 
humanity. In the middle of Ministry of Justice, 
Santiago. Chile, is “an island Ocadarmarie of Chile demoo- 
surrounded by walk and wires" stratiag your opposition to the 
where a handful of Chileans inhumane regulations in the 
have been pul because they High Security Priaon. 

fcMght a|UMt lie dicuimhip Tb ta m bu« your »>ppon ud 

and iputtfe mda ll uwa at » ca nm i imn i f wit, in wntt lo: 
thk new regime which pretends Commission Chttena de 
lo simply end any problem with Derechos Humaaos, 
human rights by allowing the DeoarUnento iuridk-io 
cram of the dicutorehip lo be Sm Akj.ndni Aruu 
forgotten and exempt from Santa Lucia *142 


Didn't Red Action warn against this kind of thing io Issue 67, aearty 


l I itoif il m l11 T iwi T i T i ■ ] 


British agent provocateur Pat Daly, you reported that - 
The continued existence of the INLA must be in doubt It has..been 
ripped apart by touts Wry serious implications ran be drawn from 
the tact that when Daly wm offered a place on the Amy council, MI5 
felt that they could afford to turn ft down". 

The IRSP and INLA now appear to be endorsing, at total to some 
degree, your ampiefons, that lo have added Daly to the Army Council 
would be a rate of M15 overmanning! 

I presume you will now be saying “I told you so"! 

P Roche. Rochdale 


o' 3 " RGPUBucaii 
' u “KlLlSt PQRCy 

i a ? 

f *i * 


IRSP spokesperson Kevin McQuillan has 
denied INLA internal feud. 


“no definite commitment lo standing Candi¬ 
da, but it is implied in their logic". 

The IWCA is an attempt to bring ordinary 
people together to fight for their interests 
against the politics! parties of the status quo 


pot it icsl independence of the working class. It 

based, so as lo be as inclusive as possible ^ and 
on the bask that there k nothing radical per se 
about trade union struggles, which are too 
often sectional to tbeir intent. Also, the attacks 
on homing and benefit rights being lined up by 
the establishment flbry and Labour) for the 
years ahead are aimed at working clan 


The IWCA k not an electoral movement. It k 
not tied lo any one tactic regardton of dreum- 
stance and opportunity. However, why should 
we rale out challenging Labour in local 
ooundl elections cither as a means of publi¬ 
cising local struggles or as s means of making 
such election a referendum on Labour's 
policies. 

Blair's Labour k unequivocally hostile to the 
working dam. U k committed to the end of 
universal welfare It needs to be apposed as the 
dan enemy ia practice. That k clew enough. 
But not according to Black Flag: “What would 
be the reacrion be of Black and Asian commu¬ 
nities in Eart London if intervention let a 
fascist in?" 

When Derek Beackon was elected on the kk 
of Dogs for the BNP he did so with the 
majority of the Left calling for s vole for 
Labour! The then Labour candidate James 


show the likelihood of a BNP victory and the 
end result was that more people voted for the 
BNP because they though they could win The 
Labour vote k already split by the BNP The 
BNP got in because there wn no radical Left 
challenge to Labour - not because the vole wn 
mlit to the left. 

In August 1994 Labour and the Liberals got 
together to aak central government for more 
mooey for housing in Ibwer Hamlets. At the 
time of housing stock wn empty. Before 
coming into office Labour damned the 
Liberak for underspending. Since pining 
office they’ve made £20 mill too in 
service cuts on the beak that the Liberals 
overspent! They still found £85,000 to appoint 
Sylvie Pierce as Chief Executive. 

People in Ibwer Hamlets and other working 
daas communities have had to deal with thk 
bulkhit for years. They’ve also had to deal 
with a Left which instead of organising resis¬ 
tance has chosen to cheertead for the Labour 
Party. In consequence, the BNP have been able 
toponna radical alternative simply by being 
anti-Labour. In short, ft wasn’t the presence of 
a radical working dam alternative to Labour 
that let the BNP in, ft wm the absence of one 
(Evenlbough Black Flag appear to view 
Militant Labour’s campaign for red Labour’ 
as such an alternative • has the rot really gooe 
that far?). 

The choice k simple: for Labour or for the 
working dam. Perhaps the Black and Asian 
voters that Black Flag arc concerned about 
might also like a choice between a BNP that 
believes in compulsory repatriation and a 
Labour Party that represents repatriation 
through starvation from the denial of benefits? 
Do Black and Asian working dam voters not 
have political interests in relation to housing, 
education etc, or are they only concerned with 
the “narrow anti-taackm" that the anarchist 
movement so often claims k the sole interest 
of Anti-FMdrt Action? 

There's no red point in rehashing the histor¬ 
ical debates about whether the Left should 
fight in elections or not The Left in the UK 
only exists m a playground for middle dam 
radieds It’s • sad indictment that when 
someone tries to do something to change that, 
the purists around Black Flag offer as their 
contribution: 

"Do nothing ia rate we split the Labour vote". 
R Duran, South London. 
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Action in Ireland has 
anUy published snides 
publicly outlined our 


* ♦ • i 


• • I HI 


the current situation Our opinions on 


now as they were 20 months a 90 . 
While the day to day situation has 
constantly changed, the omall direc¬ 
tion of the process and if* 
for the whole of the 


said it «the time aod we aay H now. 
This is a seriously flawed process and 
it has failed the Republican commu¬ 
nity. 

In the immediate aftermath of 

dearly stated that we welcomed peace 
but that it could not be sustained 
under the falsehood that it was a 
stepping stone to the Republican 
aspirations of British withdrawal and 
Irish unity. While we. like many 

sions from the British, we clearly stw 
that the deal brokered between Hume, 
Adams and Reynolds, the so-called 
Ptt Nationalist Alliance, was only the 
continuation of a long term strategy 


to woo Situ Win into respectability in 
the hope that this would isolate the 
IRA. Encourage the political leader 
ship with ‘respectability* and let them 
deliver an IRA ceasefire. This process 
had begun as early as the 1985 Aaglo- 


agraements. Sinn Ftm, as 
in our 1994 Newsletter, 
were only considered part of the 
equation because of the IRA's 
campaign. After all. as Bernadette 
McAliskey said, hadn’t (be 
“SDLP...through their own unarmed 
strategy, been involved... in protracted 
and futile negotiations with the British 
Government since the party was 
invented". Did the Republican leader¬ 
ship really think their unarmed 
strategy would fare any better ? 


was a major mistake given Britain's 
past record is Ireland. There has been 
no indication whatsoever of any 
change in the British view of the 6 


British colony to be governed as they 
see fit The hopes of RnpubUf 
grassroots activists that a secret deal 
had been done were gradually 
quashed as the British placed obsta¬ 
cles in the way of progress time after 
time. While Sinn Ffin now lament 
Afoert Reynolds being replaced by an 
openly Unionist Taoiseach such as 
Bruton it is obvious from Reynold's 
own statements that he was also 
pursuing a line of rendering militant 
republicanism obsolete. His quote that 
'there would be no United Ireland in 
bis lifetime' should finally put paid to 
the argument that with Reynolds at 
the helm the "Peace Process" would 
have progressed further Reynolds, as 
leader of the Irish Establishment, was 
always going to back the British 
Establishment when the "Peace 
Process" came op apinst British 
inspired obstacles. Proof of this is that 
both the Reynolds and Bruton govern¬ 
ments openly used Republican POWs 
as hostages for the'good behaviour'of 
the IRA by halting planned prisoner 
releases. The agenda of the two 
governments, along with Corporate 
America, was always going to be the 
same - remove the IRA and create an 


Between a 
Rock and 
a Hard 
Place 


A s with other organisations, including the 
Republican movement itself, opinion in Red 
Action varies as to the motives of those behind 
the ceasefire and the value of the Peace Process 
itself. Since February 9 the debate has focused 
on who is to carry the can for its failure to deliver 
any of the primary goals Republicans expected 
of it. On the following pages we produce two 
articles that, while not directly contradictory, do 
place a different emphasis on where the blame 
must ultimately rest. 



internal solution. The Republican 
leadership, by committing its entire 
movement to the aim of All Party 
Thlks, even trusting in the British 
Government to become "persuaders" 
to Unionism, was s grave political 


Belated attempts to shift the 
blame onto Bruton for not standing up 
to the British ring hollow. Whether it 
waa Reynolds or Bruton in charge, the 
truth remains that the only "Alliance" 
waa the ooe between Dublin, London 
and Washington aimed at neutralising 


While none of us expected 
major reforms or Border changes the 
fact remains that no concessions were 
made to Nationalists. The RUC 
remains intact, prisoners ate subjected 
to torturous treatment last seen in the 
70 s. emergency legislation is still in 
place and in the case of the PTA a 
being made more repressive, sectarian 
marches are still routed through 
Nationalist areas**. More insUkingly 
Republicans had to undergo a 3 month 
“Decontamination" period before 
initial discussions could begin. The 
fact to that in the 2 yean prior to the 
ceasefire the British Government was 
having face to face negotiations with 
the IRA itself, but after the ceasefire 
ill contact with the Republican 
Movement waa stopped. Alarmingly, 
the leadership s lack of an alternative 
strategy, other than the present one • 


Out-takes 

By dbiNMbp if douMvi an DtocMnti 
Mownfftf ftan ifbci/w/y dfumedbed the po (untie/ of Rn own 


In a now and unlmaglnad situation It you demand faith and loyalty 
you cannot qulbdie when a eeepage of 


Soon Keenan, Derry writor. 

Ter from becoming a 'parauedar' tor ktah Unity or Irish tad determine- 
ton the BrWah... have become active protagonists on the aide of tha 
Ulster Unionists. The eo called Peace Prooeea hea become a 
ehambba That la the truth ol the matter. No amount of humbug from 
elementa wtihh the netbnaUat community witi put a better gloee on 
the taaue. The ond of thta bogua procaea may no* bo in eight. The 
Idea that the British governmen t will somaho* turn around and give 
i luetoe to the people of Ireland la no* expooedae being 
ebeoH/tely ludicrous" 

Sunday Bonnets Post 


unleash the IRA 
political naivety. Even when the situa¬ 
tion changed dramatically, such as the 
release of murderer Lee Clegg, the 
leadership were caught out. Ordinary 
Nationalists, who had been discour¬ 
aged from street agitations in favour 
of “Democratic Reforms" delivered 
by the leadership, were suddenly 
expected to take to the streets to vent 
their anger The result waa that of 
the IRA having to organise a aeries 
of abort lived riots, with moat 
nationalists graying at home. 
Ordinary activists refused to 
become the “Footsoldieni" for a 
political leadership which dictated 
policy to them. 

The reality of the situation was 
becoming clear to many people. As 
the Republican leadership tried to 
claw their way to “AD Party TUks". 
increasingly blaming the British for 
stalling, they failed to admit that this 
British strategy was inevitable. As 
we had previously stated in an 
article in Red Action in early ‘95, 
"There is a dear British agenda and 
strategy to be detected in the prevari¬ 
cation about initiating All Party Tklks. 
Britain hopes, through continually 
demanding an IRA surrender - which 
is what "Decommissioning" actually 
means - that some elements of 
Nationalism, possibly the SDLP. 
Dublin or even a section of Sinn Frin, 
will also urge the IRA to give up arms 
in the return fur All Party Talks ". A 
look buck to the coding of the oeaac- 
firc and the response of some 
Republicans through the letters pages 
of AP/RN indicates that this British 
strategy is working. 

The truth of the matter is that 
All Party Ihlks were never a reality as 
long as the Unionist veto remained in 
place. The Unionist parties have never 
been a port of the "Peace Process" 
Molyneaux, the former leader of the 
OUP, even went so for as to call the 
"Peace Process" destabilising" for 
the 6 counties. Unionists have from 
the start said they will have no 
meaningful talks with SF. And why 
should they? These an lbs peopis 


Major s slim hold onto 
power in the House Of Commons 
They dictate British Government 
policy on all issues relating to the 6 
counties. The Labour "Opposition" in 
Britain, meekly endorse this situation 
Even when Major loses power and a 
Labour Government is possibly 
formed, their policy will be to retain 
the veto. Knowiog this. Unionist 
intransigence is once again to the fore. 
The onus is ooce again on Nationalists 
to concede ground. The De Klerk 


t'l done so because there isn't 
on for one. De Klerk was forced 

by 


pressurised from any side. 

The other players in the "Peace 
Process’ are the representatives of the 
Loyalist 


people for “embracing" the ceasefire. 
They too have been hailed as “peace¬ 
makers” and feted around the world. 
What the political commentators are 
not saying is that the the Loyalist 
gunmen and their political fronts have 
no mandate and limited public 
support It to worth remembering that 
at the last election in the 6 counties 
the PUP and UDP only received 0 J% 
of the vote, equal to that of the Natural 
Law Party!! Even the British 
Government have oooceded the lack 
of political support for these groups 
by changing the electoral process to 
give them scan in the proposed 
Northern Ireland Forum. They are 
tolerated and supported in Loyalist 
tress only as so called “defenders" 
against the IRA. The fact that they are 
openly involved in drug dealing, 
extortion and general gangsterism will 
not encourage people to support them. 
The war weariness of ordinary 
Loyalist people can be demonstrated 
by their lack of a response to the 
IRA's recent bombing campaign on 
the “Mainland" and Ibe lack of 
pressure on the Loyalist Death Squads 
to resume their sectarian murder 
campaign against catholics, once the 
bombs are kept to England. Another 
important fact to that the Loyalist 
Death Squads arc controlled by the 
British and are just another weapon in 
the armory of the British state. 

With the ending of the IRA 
ceasefire a whole new political 


ballgame has begun. While there has 
been repeated rumours of an end to 
the ceasefire over the past 6 months, 
the actual bombing was a shock to 
everyone. While many will point to 
the toct that the British moved more in 
the aftermath of the Canary Wharf 
bomb than in all the months prior, it to 
a gamble which will only work ooce. 
It to interesting that the statement 
from the IRA following Canary 
Wharf only mentioned “Justice and 
an inclusive negotiated settlement”, 
no demand for British Withdrawal or 
a United Ireland. While their Easter 
statement that followed did stale "The 
IRA remains fully committed to its 
republican objectives" it also said that 
"The IRA, of course, remains ready to 
help in developing the conditions 
which will allow for a meaningful 


At present the intentions of the IRA 
remain ambiguous, even, we suspect, 
to themselves. Do we now find 
ourselves in a situation where the IRA 
ate going back to war foe “All Party 


The British Government has rode the 
shockwave of Canary Wharf and hm 
to protract the 
all parties by 


as a prerequisite to talks. This Forum 
to nothing short of a return to 
Stormont or the Assembly in '82, both 


ment in favour of the Unionists. The 
fact that the idea of a Northern Ireland 
Forum was first suggested by the 
OUP think-tank over 14 months ago 
•hows the absence of progress 

Sinn Win now find themselves 
in a position whereby the actions of 
the SDLP dictates their attitude to the 


With the SDLP always likely to 
contest the elections Sinn Ftia arc 
climbing oo board an electoral 
process over which they have no 
control. If the SDLP decide to rake 
their seats in the Forum what do Sinn 
F<in do? To have contested the 
elections and refuse to take their seats 
would leave Sinn Fdn open to accusa¬ 
tions of hypocrisy. They will be seen 
as calling for All Party Ihlks yet 
refusing to participate in All Pnrty 
Talks under the suspicies of the 
Forum. Sinn F*in should have the 
confidence in their mandate to boycott 
these elections which they dearly do 
not want. The deeper they go into the 
process the harder it will be to pull 
out. The SF leadership and their new 



unlikely to return to what they previ¬ 
ously described ss “Political 
Isolation" having, according to them, 
strived so hard to end it. 

Even before elections to the proposed 
Northern Ireland Forum have taken 
place’ the Unionists have said they 
won’t talk without Decommissioning 
The prospect of another stagnant six 
months only reaffirms Britain's clear 
policy of wearing down Republicans 
and their supponers and creating 
further disillusionment By diverting 
Republicans into pointless elections, 
forums, decommissioning arguments 
and - maybe • TWks. British and 
Unionist interests will be well served 
in the intervening months. 

There to no doubt that the IRA could 
return to a full scale war if it wanted 
to. There will always be enough 
volunteers and supporters to maintain 
an armed struggle Moralistic 
condemnations by politicians and 
commentators, whose agenda is the 
destruction of the Republican 
Movement and the silencing of its 
ideals, will not remove the reality of 
Republican resistance. Whether the 
Republican movement chooses to 
do so is another question. Sinn F&n. 
ss we said dearly in our pre-cease 
fire article, to only engaged in the 
"Peace Process" because they gave 
the perception of being able to 
Take the gun out of Irish politics", 
that to. they oould deliver an IRA 
ceasefire. Britain has never listened 
to the political mandate of the 
Nationalist population of the b 
counties. Nationalists have been 
ignored since the creation of the 
artifidal state. It to unlikely that 
Britain will now listen, especially if 
the only possible rcsson foi 
listening, the IRA's campaign, to 


Red Action in Ireland are not 
ashamed to say we are a "Brits Out" 
group We believe that British 
withdrawal and a long term realign¬ 
ment of politics in the whole of 
Ireland is the way forward. The break¬ 
down of the ceasefire was predictable, 
indeed inevitable, because of the lack 
of progress in the previous 18 months 
Until the Unfootot veto to broken there 
can be no political progress. While the 
future looks bleak some optimism 
must come from the realisation by 
many people how fallible a leadership 
based political movement can 
become Hopefully people will have 
learned that a much more opca and 
active involvement of all sections of 
the working dam to needed in the 
decision making process While this 
doesn’t augur well in the present 
pessimistic climate the lessons 
learned during this process should 
stand to people in the future. 








O n February 8, the Financial desirable nor possible,...(the pi 

Times carried the headline pmcessj was an attempt to do a one ganda ia bis address to the 
'Security Sources Believe sided deal with the devfl " dearly for nation - after the Canary 
Ulster Ceasefire is Safe', describing them at least war war was better than Wharf bomb) The war was 
the MI5 assessment that the IRA jaw jaw. over The British had won. 

leadership was committed to the cease' y nioj|lsl |ik ^ Ihk There was no peace 

hadomw^TfuLAn^kS^S «*• tWnkin « ** Rovernmeol waa 

nwi cimic ui an cna ah aniuc in me ltm> j __ ^ ^ tne nationalist* were war 

Guardian by Irish correspondent Dtvid chose as befiu ito nature tobTmore weary. Regardless of what 
Sharrock Humbled on the one of the covert For a variety of r ri tnm Mis happened there would be 
two principle factors which made this £idno no resumption of violence: 

outcome inevitable . Three is • private lndeed tbc a|anncd lhem ft was safe to inake Adams 

^ expr^d by some Unionists that gnaty Political considerations apart SW9tt> 
mere is notnmg to be gamed from the project of an end to hostilities waa A carious echo of this 
in conflict with their own prospects of wishful thinking followed s 
It has long statement from the IRA in 
that purely selfish March 1996 that they “had 

_-1 play as much a pan no wish to engage the 

vSiam u^k* “n> ..* “ ^ “•“‘n* 01 apooka as the loyalists militarily”. The 


Sunday Times headline, 25.2.96 




will 


loftier ideals of the protection of the DUP’t Reverend McRea 




possible With any luck the IRA cease¬ 
fire will be called off, which will only ^ |lldf tv. pwnrpj . . 

"* « "* .uTtmb. IRA IRA ttwt the IRA have not bombed their 

wituf Sinn Fein Or bettoTJui Ivfra >il " wk r *** kd evkfcoct <* routine 'were ail cowards', while s wiy to the negotiating table...Far tar woree. The reality It they 

sss^-’assa rrrirsrr: ssrnrjs 

I Which- ~.t ,k. * - 1 - n _l__ a.. ie a a_a • _ 

IRA 
of 


that it was indeed ‘a 


^ . _.._ .. mercenary motives. As the that prior to the ceasefire 

" ot, ° ** Mori «** the IRA had been 

T* . ‘*. G ,ill “? . *Coq». Ood, Couoiry." cHnu. 

patriotism often comes a poor third to 
self interest. Any suggestion of loyalty 

to the government does not, you notice, ~ t . . -_ 

MM. m .L. tfthmtr liwwf lief rWoan meu 4 ^ innn ^ IW 7 01 CC«CilrC 

IIIVII MMl mi vffgin |L. l nj 4 tfMHiitant , i ki.-yiM.i l 

fundinn iniprurihlf . «r t i ikic^ducui i l/«vki wi MiincK 

of the iSL IS wnm ~ n * * 

its functioo Md ^ to ^ |RA># 


why they agreed to 
negotiate in the first place. 


What he meant by thm, ^ ^ a _ 

was that the loyalists violence" After Canary ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Sino p*,., 

wwT-ttS Job Otoncy said: “Last year there was 


Tlltd him — J- — 1 1 _J I_ * B 

i dm was unoeriinco by ^ ^ 


Trevor McDonald on News at Tbn 


or its function is 


faction ‘Sow of Ireland' had been 

“po-Me! croc ““ , “"“J being they ue ,worn to protect 
with which 



MWpeefldy once agein hobbled to the 

The nature of the -n—p«rp»c oi 


no pleasure to say I told you so..." This 
strategy served a dual purpose. The 
prospect of immioent breakdown 
served a useful reminder and justifies 

i _of violence; security chiefs don for the importance placed on the 

rkfc«t thd. K^kTU# admit that they were expecting decommissioning argument. It 

risked the breob up of H* hotueued the UtnooiK poMlwo uid ”* 

ind weH same intelligence apparatus is aaeuring encouraged them to sit tight. This in This was the IRA leadership’s 

. _ __ 1 P r0 *®T! * government mimsicn that Mr Adams turn allowed Major to stall oo talks by analysis as well. They had come to be 

regardless of government policy of the ^ rOQ|B ^ At the pointing to the Unmriats unwillingness convinced that the communique attrib- 

Csnsry Whsrf bombing coofims the “° begmio, of AgoU t Gosidtso colon, to •* do». «kb Si. F^TtZ uted to then, by Maybe* when trying 

authenticity of the Shanocfc analysis. ^ roktcnenmeoted-apenuaatvewcurity atilegy of tension orated the political to^«d»ortaatbe*overari>eot '.pabtic 

The Unionists never wanted a negob- After the breakdown of the ceasefire, briefing, especially iasuing from the vacuum essential to the success of M15 *od private positions sccurately 

■ted settlement at all. The deposed commentators were dearly painted lips of Dame Stella Rimington, manipulation And it warn t ody the reflected the Brits own posh too: “The 

Unionist Leader Jim Molyneaui locked that there had been no is a difficult thing for an impression- government who were victims of M15 conflict is over, we need help to bring 

complained at the time of the IRA warning. When Republican qnlmpcT- able chap to argue against. If an deception. it to a doee" The ceasefire was imple- 

ccssation that 'the ceasefire had desta- *"* indicated that the pressure was intelligent lay Health Secretary can On March 6 renardina tn€n,0<, °* ** understanding that 

bilked the situation.’ So only the mounting 'security sources’ insisted flndhknsatf poweriam to contradict hk M 15 nerfirfv nnrr aaain hnhhiMt m ihl n*l-f>n»ty negotiations would take place 

resumption of hostilities could re- *•“* ** ceasefire would hold and 
establish stability. blandly dismissed such talk as mere 

ur... .k. __ _ ._, . political manoeuvring. The media 

With the Bnnsh policy increasingly werc More importantly ao 

hostage to the Unionists as a result of wrr _ tk( . njTUfrnm jn , “TvT, r _' 

Wh#rf ’ ,bough ‘ <i,, p** 3 *" 1 ' ,h «y 

Unionist point of view the ceasefire ^ ^ shouldn't 

was the threat. The end of the ceasefire ^ 

wu the goal. Though denied the (b c egg was was oo fo^Sfoer thu 
prospect of military victory, the end of yjgf 
the peace process - the cod of the need 

for dialogue, the end of the prospect of 0° September I 1994 the IRA 
a negotiated settlement • does not k m* *” 0 * 1 ■ complete cessation of 
represent political failure, rather it k a bottom On the anniversary of the 
triumph. For them it means the cooti- ceasefire David Sharrock wrote: 
nuity of the Six Counties as s political “Maj« could no t believ e hk can 
entity and at an integral part of the whco announcement came”. A 
United Kinsdom. That k the Unionku motor Irish negotiator vividly remem- 
soic reason for being. Though initially ^mrs the British disbelief. They 
wrong footed they have gradually cw»Wn l believe they'd get the oeaae- 
managed throughout the 17 months to ^ problem k now that they 
impose their agenda not only on the can’t believe that it could breakdown ” 
government but on every ooe 




culnsbie hnmirufc nonetheless The ceasefire 

when the IRA leadership 
not kngst ridden liberal journalist, but ^ ^ ^ h ^ 


k< 


Garry Kelly accredited by the 
Brits with ending the 


Thkyoui 


else. Canary Wharf did not make Major was given credit for brokering. 
Trimble tremble, on the contrary for He dkfc't even know it was going k: 


reneged on the core reason for holding 
The* remarkable allegations were discussions And if the British do not 
made to a committee of senior MP’s want to leave after all. the purpose of 
trying to find out why the security negotiations with or without Sinn Fein, 
service was unable to predict the end of with or without preconditions, would 
the IRA ceasefire. According to mean only the active collaboration of 
Scotland Yard M15 discounted three Republicans with the acquiescence of 
coded warnings about the IRA the IRA in securing for the British an 
Docklands bomb more than an hour internal settlement. This k what 
before it went off. As the warnings Republicans really mean when they 
were relayed to Scotland Yard, senior accuse the British government of-bed 
officers say they contacted M15 only to faith” And until the IRA’s ‘faith' in 
receive a “negative assessment” Britain’s intentions k restored, all 
Incredulous of M15 s skeptickm they party talks or not, the ceasefire won’t 
sent a sergeant and three constables be. 
to dear the streets around South Quay F 

inywiy TWo PC'. wcfe injured tp the ,S?wS?S«4ZS 
exptomon an hour later Ouardian columnist remarked. 

That report though carried in the “fnistratingly ambiguous. The signals 
Evening standard on March 6, almost a conflict - doubtless designedly so on 
month after the explosion, received occasions. Sometimes the emphasis k 
link media covenae nationally. What oo politics, at other times it k oo 


pun seven oo Friday Feb 9 was Ike PM <fcd po< know ctoce « 11 1 jo k k y pnlrt n. would the rei Kkm, of OnKy Wturf »curty TV oxuKcnoo tenrcu the 

cMmu of 17 month, of pumukia, ” ..*?■■ ct ** efire : »W» of > •county have fouad nun inotdibk had they two ie ubtuarily aad tncottnBetuly 

work. 1b pan-phnae Cokmel KUame “ °° > T* 0 g*» toowa? TW fk> (hat Soodaad Ywd mwk Atdtyoumtt whwdU.cooooy'. 

in Apocalypae Now- 'Oar day UkMvw " d **“ S: - «“<»»•» «*«»*<* policy >im over Northern Ireland i, md 


Semtex signals victory! 

Any doubts oo that score were 


didn't bother to tell him Indeed the 


The signals conflict only 


allayed by their barely concealed they told him the exed opposite. And 
triumphalist Mood lust following the It was on thk information that British 
second and third bombs in London. P°“cy wm based. Major s immediate 
Paisley junior insktod dm republi- wsktonc. that the ceasefire must be 
esnism must be cut out of 'the bodv permanent when it was, was bswxl oe 


__ or that M15. already aware 

hoah iht ttanl WtWnAMMUt TW, 

cu* cDuin| loc cciscnrc, kjkj u.. ■ ■_i __ j_>>. 

not to bother? M15 told John D^^tSTpiSdolf 



itself would be • 


__ characterised by fttoge and indecistoo 

mmt be cut out of 'the body pennanent when it wet. wm baaed on "T* "" * told' Scotland Yard 'thm^ii’iie'^ the cenaefire k am the 

politic. Mol you noticed simply ha pan the belief that it wm only fox throe «hwrn wm immment Z TH TZ*' nirroria « 

military manifestation. The rabid-right mootha, did a lot to stifle optimism an Six months ago RA reported a accuaed of there can be no complaints thk ®*®**** behind the setoes. The 
Tbry MP Thrry Dicks advocalad a *** natiooalkl aide. The subsequent catalogue of disinformation emanating about lack of conaktencv political la n guage need k as George 

“policy of shoot to kilL.-people have preconditions, over the following year from the Sunday Times. The paper wm ^ 0n ^ a ii °*» re<Mftod to 

had enough ” For OUP Peter Robinson “d » half, ignored the fed that cease- accused of Trim aad falsification and problem with the M15 make ties sound truthful aad murder 

of Sinn Fein wm not fire* must produce results if they are to planting fake stories." The accusers appro ^? J* J* * «*■ <*°oe «P®ctable and to give m impreasioo 

last. But Mqjor had no such coocerne. were not Republicans but fellow once. Once bitka twice shy. If. m • of solidity to pure wind”. The govern- 

It wm after all the IRA who had sued journalists 1b some ft appeared that On^n columnist acknowledged meat give the impreasioo of a aide 

for peace. (In November 1993 Patrick TV Sunday 11mm wm 'pen of a "5? P foc *“ *>«»“ *tocwm suiting for time while losing Sooner 

be prepared to crush Mayhew in an effort to deflect criti- conspiracy to derail the peace process'. Britain was finding the prim of foe or later. Mqjor or hk successor must 
the IRA." Andrew Neil agreed: “good c “® <yva contacts with Republicans Many of the stories involved ‘the oooflid 100 ***** The explo- come to the realkation that the right- 

will triumphs only if good people are indued that the IRA had initialed the hardline breakaway faction', beloved [** the dry and the threats to wfog and the defence are not working 
sometime, prepared to be as ruthlemm cnouct with a communique that bepn: of the Unionists setting hnpomibic Hekhrow hadeven grekerimplica- offthesmne mem. Even then, how not 

the bad." Tbry MP David Wilahire “The cooflict k over, but we need your demaods on the IRA leadership. 1,004 **“ ,bc h, * h »»d to be there without being seen to have 

for ao end to compromise advice on how to bring ft to a dom." Another known M15 asset Ulster “ eodio * *■ W* will remain the conundrum of 

--■ - - ■ . m Ken Macfonem WatoT, then Canary Wharf will have British politics 

been tt expan si ve reminder " .. 


“The 


with evil k neither Qhjfe .biwrwdy Major repeated this UMpp* 









One Republican source said last night: If 
Saoirse or anyone else *ants to raise money for 
the Republican movement then their cash will be 
taken. But •» tact that a top-level decision has 
been taken to stand down or step aside from the 
official organ lor doing that would indicate that 
the IRA does not want any group of people that 
would be open to infiltration being pubkcfy 


Damien Gaffney, Irish World, 22.3.96 

Sinn Fein, John said, was dissolving Saoirse with 
immediate effect. Now that the armed struggle 
had been resumed, the PoW department of Sinn 
Fein would be taking overall responsibility tor 
prisoners' issues, ttoung Volunteers, he added, 
were again being asked to risk their lives vtd 
with the war back on It was Important that a dear 
line of command be established unimpeded by 
outside groupings. 

Walter Ellis, Sunday Tiroes, 25.2.96 

The London branch of Saoirse. the republican 
prisoners' group, has blocked an attempt by Sinn 
Fein to disband It. The party had long been 
unhappy with the group's militant activities 
They voted b/ torty eight votes to seven not to 
disband, aooording to one source. Those voting 
against included the relatives of IRA prisoners in 
England. 


Sinn Fein has appointed the brother of Brtxton 
escapee Neesan Quinkvan to head its prisoner 
support operation in Britain. 

The group takes over from the English arm of 
Saoirse which was disbanded or 'restructured 1 
towards the end of February this year following 
protected Internal dtoagreements. 8lnn Fein has 
remained tight-lipped over the demise of Saoirse. 
a Republican orientated group that gained a high 
profile during the IRA ceasefire with street 
protests and prison demonstrations 
Explanations offered by the Saoirse supporters 
differ widely. Some say the London group lost 
direction after infiltration by extremists from 
groups such as M Action that sought to 
undermine Sinn Fein’s peace strategy. Others 
maintain that local Saoirse leaders "blurred the 
line’ between support tor prisoners and troops 
out activities. 

A further highly improbable account of the 
Saoirse beak up alleging financial irregularities 
is presently subject to a legal action 
The Irish Poet, May 4,1966. 


Free Pat Kelly! 



A Lie Too Far 


The Rise and Demise of London Saoirse 

fTthc Saoirse Campaign to ‘Free Irish Action was is favour of a Saoirse national with which the campaign wa» closed down 


X moat vibrant, active and dynamic 
group to have worked on any aqwet of the 
Irish Question 1 in Britain to (fate, waa uncer¬ 
emoniously brought to an end by Fein 
on 22.2.96. 

unooufHcoiy wc wtu oc cnoctsco lor going 
to print with this article, however it must be 
seen in the context of ‘enough is enough' 


tioos in the over-all strategy. Unless they are 
addressed, they will ensure that Irish 
Solidarity work in Britain will remain forever 


Since our report oo the campaign in the last 
issue of Red Action, Saoirse had continued, 
in the face of a collapsing peace process, to 
ensure that the issue of Irish Po Ws was kept 
alive by keeping the pressure on with a 
combination of hard work and a number of 


Action waa in favour of a Saoirse national 
demo waa because we sought to uw it as an 
opportunity to provoke a major confrontation 
with the fascists in Central Loodon! 

lb anyone remotely familiar with the 
seriousness with which Red Action 
approaches its anti-fascist activities the latter 
point would appear ludicrous if it was not so 
insulting. The ensuing debate and the subse¬ 
quent political wrangles may have had their 
origins around the march, but this double talk 
was, in reflection, merely a symptom of a 
problem that ran far deeper. 

Few could argue against the fact that at the 
time Saoirse was launched Irish Solidarity 
Work in Britain was at an all-time low. The 
new campaign, along with the IRA's cessa¬ 
tion of violence had presented everyooe with 
the dunce of a fresh starter to wc believed. 

The problem centred around Sinn Fein’s 
decision to appoint members of the same 
clique that had overseen a largely-sterile 


(the press were told before we were) was that 
Saoirse was no longer viable now that the 
IRA’s ceasefire had ended Once again this 
reflected their pre-occupation with lobbying 
the Labour Party etc. While this was no 
longer viable, the hundreds of Saoirse 
supporters in London, overwhelmingly 
Republican, would nor be affected. 

Even if this explanation is taken at face 
value, it still doesn’t explain why it waa 
deemed favourable to attempt to disband the 
Republican Movement’s largest and moat 
active group of supporters in England since 
the seventies, without consultation and 
overnight! 

Saoirse had managed to bring a small but 
significant section of the Irish community out 
of the bunker and onto the streets for the first 
time in decades. The one thing that 
campaigners have continuously pointed out is 
what could have been done had the obstnic- 



LJ igh profile events by Seolrse included: a cavalcade of • lorry, two vans and ten curt, decked out In Seolrse 
11 propaganda and Irish tricolours, touring ths Irish areas of North London distributing thousands of 
Itsftets, and culminating In a picket of Michael Howard’s private Belgravia residence; a conference entitled 
’Woman In tha Struggle which featured a day-long aeries of events Including s number of contributions from 
prisoners relatives, sx-FoW Bromwen McGahern. and human rights solicitor Gareth Pierce; and a tour by 
Saolree activists through London’s West End at ths height of tha Christmas shopping season in • doubie- 
d**rbus resplendent with flags, posters, banners and a loud PA system hammering home the message 


well-planned high profile events. 

However, despite magnificent work 
completed by the group over the last nine 
months, it bad become dear to those involved 
from early on all might not be well. 

From the very first few meetings back in 
March ’95 the Campaign displayed every 
danger of becoming as lacklustre as many of 
those that had gone before. 

At that time the IRA’s ceasefire was still 
relatively fresh and it had become glaringly 
obvious that this would present us with an 
unprecedented opportunity to advance the 
issues around Britain’s continued occupation 
of the^sfl' counties. Red Action openly 
subscribed to the view put to us by a number 
of activists within the Republican movement, 
that the IRA’s ceasefire had opened a 
“window of opportunity" and our objective 
must be 'to get as much through that window' 
before the British government slammed it 
shut. 

With this in mind. Red Action members had 
put forward a programme of action to other 
members of London Saoirse which would sec 
six months of work culminating in a national 
demonstration. We argued that the national 
demo would give an immediate focus to our 
work and that of any new branches formed 
outside London and at the same time inject a 
sense of urgency into our campaigning, 
which would be necessary if the demo was to 
be successful. 

Immediately the faultlines began to appear, 
as in corresponding weeks we were told by 
prominent members of the Campaign (all 
claiming to speak with authority) that the 
march would be a mistake because • 

a) It would struggle to gain support and might 

end up embarrassingly small... 

b) It would he too successful, drawing large 

numbers of people and resources from around 
the country and away from concentrating 
work in their own areas... 

c) It was also put to us that the reason Red 

s * ’ * v ‘’ * lulLS ' “—““ 


Troops Out Movement as the leadership of 
Saoirw. And as this clique, used to lacklustre, 
ineffectual campaigns, saw Saoirse grow 
(particularly in comparison to the still-born 
Irish Peace Initiative), so did their paranoia 
All of a sudden there were groups and 
individuals with their ‘own agendas', the 
activities group - who had worked tirelessly 
to ensure that Saoirw kept up an impressive 
work-rate - were accused of operating as a 
conspiracy within the campaign. There were 
reds under the bed’ wherever they looked. 
The more Saoirw advanced the more the 
smear campaign against Red Action became 
hysterical and bitter. Even some half-wit from 
Hackney Labour Party was wheeled out to 
regale us with a horror story about Red 
Action beating up a mate of his from a band 
he wanted to book. As it turns out. this little 
ditty emerged from an alleged incident over 
15 years ago - in 1981! Not only before Red 
Action was formed, but before those Red 
Action members listening to this crap were 
barely out of short trousers! 

Much of the tension that existed was 
between the said clique who fought to 
maintain their grip by a mixture of back- 
stabbing and sectarianism, and (be 
membership who emphasised repeatedly at 
the final meetings that the reason they had 
worked within Saoirw was because of its 
high profile that had been brought about by a 
mixture of democracy, hard graft and 
dynamism throughout the twelve month 
period, making it the most active campaign in 
memory. 

Prior to the campaign being clowd down, 
the antics of the leadership clique had 
isolated it to the point that it had deemed it 
necessary to clow down its own National 
Committee, after attempting to slander 
committed Republicans who had challenged 
its position; its final directive to clow down 
Saoirw was defeated 7-48. 

The reasons given for the indecent haste 
~ ‘ ,J ‘ vs.*i* .t*, 


lions of the clique been lifted and they were 
allowed to get on with the job’. And the 
activist hsd to keep the greater picture in 
mind as it was obvious to everyone that the 
wrangles were bound to disillusion and drive 
away activists, and that the clique appeared 
indifferent to this. 

Indeed, the only offer from one member of 
the clique to help Saoirw in twelve months 
was to offer to write the letter informing the 
membership that it was being wound up! 

At the heart of the problem lies the cliques 
politics, the same politics that have dogged 
campaigning in Britain on all issues for 
decides - namely. Labourism. These people, 
who often claim to have no politics' of their 
own (ie not a member of any party) are in 
reality tied heart and soul, theory and 
practice, to Labourism; whether it be that 
great, almost mythical institution the Labour 
Movement' or the actual British parliamen¬ 
tary Labour Party itself 

Hence, all policy, tactics etc are decided 
with the interests of the Labour Party in mind, 
the same policies and tactics that have corre¬ 
spondingly failed year after year, decade after 

Emerging from Saoirw'a fight to stay 
together and active on prisoners’ issues has 
come Fuascailt (Liberation) to campaign for 
Irish PoWs. Given the complete reluctance of 
thow responsible to address the problems of 
the past in Saoirw. then it is almost inevitable 
that these are doomed to repeat themselves 

While many people have become demor¬ 
alised and fallen away, we hope that in time 
they will return and display the same level of 
commitment that ensured the success of 
Saoirw For the sake of the PoWs, their 
relatives and the Republican struggle itwlf it 
is crucial that they do Red Action will 
endeavour to* play Hs part. 

Join Fuascailt! 
















































Nostalgia Ain’t What I 


The Case Against the Socialist Labour Party 


TTor decades after the defeat of 1951. 
r Labour left dreamed of 
“overwhelming Labour majority in 
force through irreversible iodaliat 
doe" There arc a number of basic 


happen (1) The initial transformation’ nationali¬ 
sation etc while door in the name of the working 
class was actually implemented in the interests of 
the ruling dess. (2) British capitalism cannot 
afford progressive reform. (3) Progressive taxation 
which might fuel that reform is no longer on 
Labour’s agenda. (4) Labour is not now and never 
was a socialist party. Indeed the underlying motive 
behind the tax policies of all the major parties is 
designed to re-distribute from poor to rich. 
According to the Institute of Fiscal Studies, half of 
British households hive £450 or less in savings 
Contrary to received wisdom some statistics never 
lie. Indeed Labour has baldly declared itself to be 
the “party of business". Consequently, the very 
final shred of the argument for the Left ever 
supporting Labour even as a tactic has been as 
stamped out. So for the first time in decades the 
British Left is being forced to realign. This has 
been confirmed by the rush of enthusiasm that has 
greeted Arthur ScargUTs decision to found a new 
party; a Socialist Labour Party. Even pro-Labour 
elements have urged tactical suppon for the SLP 
‘in safe Labour seats where the SLP could not win 
and where any damage would be reduced to the 


And if | *hn«tr mu Qfyj 

cherished principles including Clause Four were 
no more than window dressing and s slum. 

So while the formation of the SLP is a break 
from New Labour and the conservative Left it is 
clearly not a break with the past, real or 
Instead in true Luddite fashion (demanding the 
Biin«>iii«ii|rMi of industries that no longer effec¬ 
tively exist etc) it seeks not only to recreate the 
Labour Party but the conditions that gave rim to 


of everything that 
privatised’. Scargill 


not revolutionary 



I 

Though the SLP was not officially launched until 
May the critical decisions on the structure, consti 


The SLP will be organised from the top down. It 
towards the Labour Party sad trade 
ueaucracy and expects to 
attract support from the lower middle and 
respectable working classes. 

Fatal Flaw 

Along with the basic premise, the thinking 
behind there decisions is fatally flawed Scargill 
maintains that New Labour has ditched socialism 
Bui as Roy Hattersley has explained “Labour 
cannot abandon a position it has never occupied.’’ 
In other words there never was the golden age of 
Labour radicalism that Scargill wants to recreate 
It is a fiction. Curiously Scargill appears to agree: 
“Many on the left argue that it was never socialist 
and that people like me were deluding ourselves 
in thinking we could campaign for socialism 
within it. I now accept that argument” (Guardian 
15/1^5). And yet in the same article he bemoans 
the fact that “New Labour has ditched socialist 
principles". Only one of there statements is true. 
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During the Hemsworth by-election Scargill 
campaigned for local pits to be reopened and “the 
nationalisation of the top 30 companies and for 
government lo take back into public ownership 
everything that has been privtoiatl" How is this 
to be implemented in 1996 when the dominant 
companies are all multi-national? Why is nation¬ 
alisation etc regarded as vital to the political 
interests of the working class anyway? Scargill'* 
disdples would argue that nationalisation is a vitai 
piece in a planned economy. Aad the latter is just 
if socialism is to be realised All very 
plausible I’m sure, but for the working clam in the 
1890’s as in the 19904 the essential contradiction 
is not whethsr the stole controls this or thto 
company, but who in society control* the state! 

Cause and Effect 

Predictably trade unionism is at the heart of the 
SLP strategy. Membership of a bona fide trade 
union is regarded as obligatory to qualify for 
membership of the SLP This is just dogma. Trade 
unions only ever work effectively when capitalism 
is wmfchtg effectively. In odnr words the ‘labour 
movement’ offers no protection and is largely 
irrelevant to there sections of the working daas 
that need it moat. 

Over 7,000,000 workers operate in busineaes 
a than 25 people. Unions can have 
or no relevance for them. The SLP in turn 


that failure further alienating probably, the 
decisive and potentially moat radical section of the 
working dais from the left. Trotskyism in partic¬ 
ular has always been hypnotised by the point of 
production. Even today the SWP runs league 
tables on days lost through strikes as if 
(be strikes were in themselves 
the key to class consciousness 

As Engels pointed out over 100 yean ago 
business unionism is in essence about 
“strikes for higher wages, shorter houn and not as 
an expedient or means of propaganda and organi¬ 
sation but as an ultimate aim. There strikes 
whether they arc won or not do not get the 
working class movement one step further. . .This is 
because the unions are fighting with effects, but 
not with the causes of those effects; they are 
retarding the downward movement but not 
changing its direction; they arc applying pallia¬ 
tives. not cunns the rnaladv.” 

So for those like the SWP/SLP who believe that 
business unionism, even as outlined, is inherently 
progressive and must form the core of any Left 
analysis brings with it the inevitable capitalist 


Quite simply, for British trade unionism to 
repin its former pre-eminence, it demands that 
British capitalism must first be rejuvenated. And 
this renaissance must moreover not only be based 
on the traditional manufacturing sector, but in the 
heavy industries; steel, coal, shipbuilding etc. 
Only this set of inconceivable circumstances will 
allow the unions to be restored to their normal 
place in society (tea and sandwiches in Downing 
St) and the revolutionaries to their rightful place, 
hectoring the TUC and issuing meaningless 
’demands' within the unions 
With capitalism's restoration will follow the 
return of prosperity which will, they expect, allow 
them to squeeze, or at the very least, campaign 
convincingly for meaningful reform. Isn't that 
worth fighting for? 

Blair who will be at the helm in capitalism's 
attempted conversion from bankrupt Britain, to 
tiger ecooomy’ knows different. (The impact of 
this conversion can be assessed by the stark statis¬ 
tics produced by BMW. In Germany BMW 
workers received the equivalent of $30 an hour. In 
Vietnam for the same work BMW is hiring for the 
rate of $1 a day) But then, unlike Scargill and co. 
Blair is no longer a reformist. 

Lester Evil 

In defense of his plans ‘for a four day week, a 

ban on overtime, for retirement at 55 and fur the 


ita principle goal is that unless it 
or a rival to H threatens the power 
of the state itself, the stole will 
not regard it as a leaser evil, la the 
abreact of an authentic threat 
there is no care for the state 
conceding reforms or adopting a 
bolding action. So even if 
regarded as a success in its owi 
right, at its zenith it can hope to 


of “5,000 
sufficient to jutoify a 

< rfU*Brittoh left tins 
is accurate. What be or 
any of his supporters have yet to 
explain is what the 5.000 





The SLP is a nostalgia trip for a party that never 
was. Capitalism is changing and capitalism is 
i changing the working class. The SLP & co want 
to reform society to suit then selves but not 
reform themselves to the development of 
society. Arthur knows its the ‘90s it's not clear 
he knows it's the 1990s! 


entire industries permanently 
but the methods of 



etc have 


la the 19th century with the 
of mass trade 
unionism many chore to believe 
that trade union power couJd be directly translated 
into political power. Industrial action could be 
used as a battering ram for legislative and social 
reform. The Right-wing argued that if the state 
could be reformed in this fashion violent revolu¬ 
tion was not necessary. The Left convinced 
themselves that economic crises lead to strikes, 
which lead to a general strike which leads to 
revolution'. 

This view that sees trade unionism as the womb- 
form of socialism is classical syndicalism. 
However, the 20th century has proved that reforms 
are not irreversible and there is no lasting connec- 


and which was on his own admission breed on a 
fttoftomul mistake! ScargUTs "Dots Keep Out!' 
constitution is deserving of some sympathy for 
unlike the rest of his prescriptions it is at least 
rreltottenfty rooted. Trotsky ism’s curriculum vitae 
established in over half a century of entry ism has 
deservedly earned it only the contempt of societies 
principle adversaries. An alchemist caricature 
from the very beginning, it and its disciples arc 
beyond salvage. 

The SLP is a nostalgia trip for a party that never 
was. The left has foiled and the methods of the left 
both inside and outside the Labour Party have 
foiled. The British and indeed European Left must 
re-invent itself. The radical-Left must at least 
match the ambition of the radical-right. Tb do this 
there needs to be a dean break with the past and 
a decisive change of direction. Sacred cows must 
be slaughtered. The Labour Party aad al vestiges 


Though presented as diametric opposites (Reform 
or Revolution) they were always flip sides of the 
same coin. The continued promotion of the 
‘General Strike Now! ‘ mantra or its parliamentary 
equivalent 'Vfote Labour with no illusions’ from 
•ay ntiooal penpMiw i> pentne. No loogR rf bborin, mas be caabaaud. 
harmlessly futile it now functions as a buttress to 
the status quo. It is not that the conservative Left 
have abandoned the class struggle entirely it is 
more that the ground has shifted and the position 
they hold is now a backward obstructive and 


Capitalism is changing and capitalism is 
changing the working dare The SLP A co want 
to reform society to suit themselves but not reform 
themselves to the development of society. Arthur 
knows its the ‘90s it;s not dear be knows H's the 
1990s! 


The SLP is not the alternative. It is the same old 
formula of bankruptcy and impotence re¬ 
packaged under a new working title. It is (be 
conservative Left in denial. Similarly the preoc¬ 
cupation with the point of production even if only 
theoretical has to be ditched. Sentimental syndi¬ 
calism could never, and least of all now, form the 
basis for a strategy for total soda! change. 


Constituency for Change 

Instead what is required is an organisation that 
can as its first goal prove able to accommodate 
working class people. Some who accepts this and 
reject Labour, but remain wedded to the belief that 
Labour has a mass working dare base, and‘to win 
this layer we must be flexible and infinitely 
patient will invariably winder back into the 
swamp Instead, the Independent Working Class 
Association recognises that the constituency for 
real change is not the voter comfortable with 
that strata of the working dass 
from both it and (be system it 
represents. The constituency for real change is not 
those formally loyal elements currently disillu¬ 
sioned with new Labour. The strata the IWCA 
must stiract is the working daas militants alien¬ 
ated by old Labour. It is on the entire working 
dare communities bereft of illusions in labourism 
per ae and hungry for real change that the IWCA 
must focus its attention. The objective of the 
IWCA is to make a difference rather than propa¬ 
ganda. Only by addressing the real coocems of the 
working dare where they live rather than where 
millions of them don’t work, can the IWCA help 
develop communities of resistance able to 
wMtotond, and ultimately exploit the opportunities 
presented by Labour's final ‘betrayal’. If we 
won't, others will. So it has lo he done There is no 
alternative. 


Perhaps as predictably, the ‘revolutionary’ sects 
who at every opportunity stridently denounce 
reformism, when on being pushed kicking aad 
screaming from the hopelessly reformist Labour 
immediately began kicking and screaming to gain 
entry to the equally reformist SLP. These are 
precisely the same groups who for yean cheer- 
leaded for Labour on the basis that there was no 
alternative and that H was mere sectarianism to 
stand against it', now insist that the SLP may not 
be perfect (it needs to adopt their programme) but 
there is no alternative and to even suggest other¬ 
wise is sectarian. The very same forces that for 
decades sowed illusions in Labour Mark 1 are as 
eagerly intent oo sowing illusions in Labour 
Mark 2. Any cul-de-sac is clearly preferable to 
dealing with the working dam directly even if 
this means casting in the role of Messiah a man 
whom constitution is designed to exclude them, 
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Labour - the Final Betrayal 


O ne of the myths the pro-Labour 
sections of the media never the 
of pushing is the notion that 
Ibny Blair, in the name of realism, has 
refused to make wild promises as a 
means of securing an electoral victory; 
effectively, the myth amounts to this • 
that Labour has a benevolent but hidden 
agenda. The Guardian columnist, Hugo 
Young, tells us that," Instead of grand old 
promises that the party could never 
deliver, mts leader advocates a party 
making so few promises that H can never 
fail in the same way. He wants to get his 
betrays! in first" 

In a review of the TV series 'The 

UTll<4 am ew w -* /. - 1 - -jig! 

wuoemess ictn (a aeries wnicn enu- 
catty examined tbe debates within the 
Labour Party since losing office in 1979) 
Roy Hattersley claimed, "The real 
failure of the years in the wilder- 
ness... was Labours inability to 
gdnhid ffm it nwd fd an dhinl 
framework on which to bang its 
programme. We clutched policies from 
<M of the air aa if they were doves 
caught by a conjurer to impress his 
audience The public wanted a philos¬ 
ophy, not a performance". 

In other words. Labour has swapped 
undesirable policies for in ethical 
framework • a sense of ‘social morality'. 

When Michael Howard announced plans 
to send young offenders to military-style 
‘boot camps'. Jack Straw responded, 
"This is nothing whatsoever like the 
boot camps I have seen in America. It 
seems more like a slipper camp than a 
boot camp". 

When Straw announced Labour's 
package of "reforms" dealing with 
young people and the law, he called for 
powers for the police to deal with 
tnianting, education programmes for 
parents, a special court order which 
would impose s legal requirement on 
parents of teenage criminals to attend 
counselling sessions, and a speed • up' 
of the youth court system. "Young 
people need to be confronted swiftly 
with the consequences of their own 
behaviour" 

Among the measures proposed was "...a 
system which has fewer characteristics 
of an adversarial lawyer-based game". 
In other words, tbe youth courts would 
be a conveyor belt to convictions 
because young people would lose any 
right to legal representation. It’s worth 
noting that Straw began to spell out his 
law and order agenda in tbe month that 
former Master of Rolls, one of Britain's 
most senior judges. Lord Donaldson 
(according to the Guardian a man who 
"did not have a liberal reputation aa a 
judge"), described the current Home 
Secretary as a “deapot". 

Hattersley, meanwhile, tells ua that 
Labour's big idea' is it's commitment to 
equality. This commitment has been on 
show a fur bit recently. Keith Vfcz, 
Labour's local government spokesman, 
is toeing an inquiry into allegations of 
vote-rigging in Leicester East 
constituency after being taped in conver¬ 
sation laying bow be wanted to turn the 
Hamilton estate in his constituency into 
an "Asian colony"; They thought this 
was a long-term plan to tum Hamilton 
into an Asian colony. Actually, it was 
part of my long term plans • but the 
Asians didn't bloody well move in there. 
Thu’s tbe problem with them". 

Longer life expectancy, we are told, has 
led to spiralling exists of pensions and 
healthcare. Further, as the Rowntree 
Inquiry into Income snd Wealth 
reported, during the last decade "more 
people became dependent upon state 
benefits like Income support as a result 
of both higher unemployment and 
economic inactivity (early retirement 
and invalidity)". 

Labour MP Frank Field hat argued that 
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the state welfare budget (£90 million a 
year) coats the average tax-payer £13 a 
day. 

Field has argued; “No system of welfare 
can be independent of values. Js it right 
for example that young, never married 
mothers should pin additional income 
support premiums when few if any 
voters think that such behaviour is 
acceptable, let alone rewardable?" 

Frank Field's report Making Welfare 
Work’ proposes that claimants suspected 
of fraud should be made to sign on three 
or four times ■ day snd that "identifica¬ 
tion cards would be a necessary 
accompaniment to this reform". 

This agenda is identical to the attack on 
the welfare state carried out by Newt 
Gingrich's Republicans in tbe US. 
Field's reward is likely to be a cabinet 
position in an incoming Labour govern¬ 
ment. Shadow Chancellor Gordon 
Brown has already proposed an adoption 
of workfare schemes - with benefit cut¬ 
offs for young people who refuse all 
work or training. Labour's social 
security spokesman, Chris Smith, has 
announced a review of the welfare state 
that will focus on "a crack-down on 
fraud" and "promotion of personal 
responsibility". 

Slashing the cost of welfare means big 
tax cuts for middle-class voters. In short, 
Blair thinks that he can buy his way into 
office by being the best guarantor of 
middle class living standards and 
business profits 

Chancellor Kenneth Clarke’s recent 
budget included a £1,200 rise in the 
amount that can be earned before higher 
rale tax has to paid, an increase in tbe 
threshold for paying inheritance tax to 
£200,000, and a lp reduction in basic 
rate tax. Meanwhile, the NHS capital 
budget is being cut by 6.3 %. housing 
benefit to under twenty-fives is to be cut, 
and one parent benefit and lone parent 
premiums arc to be frozen. 

Cutting the spending on the poor to fund 
the income of the rich and middle 
classes. Labour's response to the budget 
was lo attempt to go one better with 
Gordon Brown proposing a lOp starling 
rate of tax. A somewhat confused Roy 
Hattersley, writing in the Guardian, 
welcomed Brown’s proposals, 
"assuming that, once in the Treasury. 
Chancellor Brown makes sure that the 
highest earners do not benefit from the 
reduction. Aa the bottom rate goes 
down, the top rate must go up". 

As Hattersley points out, the top rale of 
tax has fallen by 30% in 10 years, while 
top salaries have increased ten-fold. 
This change in income patterns is an 
argument for increasing, not reducing, 
the tax paid by tbe highest earners. 
Indeed, if the very rich are not taxed 
more...it is difficult to understand what 
the Labour leadership means by ‘fair 
taxation'". 

Gordon Brown, though, has not 
mentioned increases in the higher rale 
tax because he has no intention of intro¬ 
ducing such an increase. 

The Institute of Fiscal Studies has 
pointed out that M ... the cut in the basic 
rate helps only those who pay tax at the 
basic or higher rate, and actually helps 
those whose taxable income is at or 
above the higher threshold the most. 
This is because higher earners have 
more income on which they pay basic 
rate tax". 

In other words, Gordon Brown's answer 
to Kenneth Garlce's budget was to 
propose lo give more to the middle 
classes and the rich. The poorest 
sections of society don't benefit from 
basic rale tax cuu because they don't 
earn enough to pay tax. Low-income tax 
payers would have any gain wiped out 
by higher council lax, school meals and 
milk costs, dental and prescription 


charge increases etc. 

Straightforwardly then. Labour is a 
middle class party pursuing a middle 
class constituency, determinedly at the 
expense of tbe working dans. 

"Labour is now almost indistinguishable 
from the Democratic Parly in the United 
States, Germany's Social Democrats or, 
nearer lo home, the Liberal Democrats 
It has changed its policies on all funda¬ 
mental issues which have been 
determined by tbe Party conference over 
many years". 

Scargill believes that the Labour Party 
has been "politically cleansed" He 
recognises that "radical opposition in 
Britain is symbolized not by the Labour 
and trade union movement but by the 
groupings such as those which defeated 
tbe Poll Tkx, the anti-motorway and 
animal rights bodies, Greenpeace and 
other anti-nuclear campaigners and 
those fighting open-cast mining". 

The solution proposed • the formation of 
a Socialist Labour Party • "on the basis 
of class understanding, class commit¬ 
ment and socialist politics...(committed 
lo] fight every parliamentary seat" - 
drew a range of responses, which are 
useful to examine as an indicator of the 



extent to which the Left opportunists can 
overcome their craven support for 
Labour 


The rail union RMT gave support at 
senior level to the proposals. At ground 
level the majority of the Labour left 
were, for the usual reasons, entirely 
dismissive. Ken Livingstooe, whose 
ramblings increasingly suggest that his 
orbit rarely brings him into contact with 
earth any more, said "My guess is that if 
Arthur had been serious and had pushed 
on with this project, the Tory party 
would have given him a million pounds 
lo get it off tbe ground because it could 
take back just enough votes off Labour 
to give tbe Tories a chance. I’ll bet Stella 
Rimington went to work on it immedi¬ 
ately". 

Tribune urged “socialists" to "stay and 
fight” • presumably to keep with the 
habit of a lifetime and seek permanent 
consolation in defeat at the hands of 
successive Labour leaderships. 

Alan Simpsom, Labour MP conceded 
that "the only reason that the establish¬ 
ment wants Labour in office is lo make 
the cuts in the welfare state that the 
Tories probably couldn't get away with". 
The best way of "meeting this 
challenge” is, apparently, through 
“Defeating tbe Tories at the next election 
and developing an analysis round which 
to campaign once Labour takes office" 

Not wanting to be the fastest rat off a 
moving gravy train. Simpson and his 
Briefing/Sociaiist Organiser cheer- 
leaden recognise that Blair's agenda is 
blatantly anti-working class, and that the 
only means of opposition is to vote for 
it! Further, the best argument against the 
SLP is that H might take voles from 


Labour! So, the best way to defeat your 
enemy is to mobilise the maximum 
possible support for it! 

Not every Trot group rushed to the 
defence of the SLP. Workers Power 
argued “the real problem is not the 
premature foundation of a SLP. It could 
even have come too laic. If Militant had 
found the political courage to break with 
Labour during the struggles in Liverpool 
in the mid-eighties, if Arthur Scargill 
and his allies in the NUM had made the 
call, tens of thousands could have been 
broken from the grip of Kinnock". 
Never mind that in the recent past, 
Workers Power argued against support 
for Militant Labour candidates who had 
broken from Labour, precisely because 
they had broken from Labour! Like 
many of the Left. Workers Power's 
approach lo dialectics seems lo mean tbe 
capacity to continually make contradic¬ 
tory statements which resolve 
themselves on tbe basis that reality is 
always wrong. 

More serious support came from 
Militant Labour, calling for in 
"energetic rallying of all those in favour 
of the new initiative", and pointing lo the 
electoral success of Communist 
Refoundation in Italy and the United 
Left in Spain as proof that relatively 
small forces could successfully contest 
for political space 

Only in the summer ‘93 Militant 
International review they declare that 
they support “the coming lo power of a 
Labour government, not because there 
will be a fundamental change in the 
policies pursued by that government 
compared to the Tories, but because it 
would lift the yoke of 16 yean of Tory 
rule off the backs of the working dan"!. 
Not unusually. Militant want the best of 
both worlds; “...on the basis of big 
events, a radical, socialist mass wave 
will develop in the unions. Then the 
question will be posed point blank: 
either to use the trade unions to enter the 
Labour Party and brutally push out the 
bourgeois elements, or lo put a minus 
against the present organisation of the 
labour Party and commence to create a 
new main socialist political party”. 

Unsure of which way the tide will turn. 
Militant Labour is designed lo face both 
ways and ensure the maximum opportu¬ 
nity for growth of the Milium project, 
by being outside, but not against. 
Labour. 


In the December '95 "Socialism Today" 
Militant concede as much: "Far from 
undermining the fight to defeat the 
Tories, tbe mobilisation of the advanced 
layers would motivate wider sections, 
many of who. at this stage, will vote 
Labour. Labour’s could actually be 
pushed up by a Socialist Labour Party 
campaign in safe Labour teats, while it 
would not necessarily contest Labour 
marginals". 

The SWP response has, by comparison, 
been muted. The December Socialist 
Review gives a straightforward report of 
the SLP proposals so tor and cautions 
"in the longer term, such a project might 
become more of a runner elect orally as 
people become disillusioned with a 
Labour government. But if H looks to 
parliament as a source for change then it 
too will be unable lo deliver". 

For the SWP. the SLP is loo much like 
competition for the "socialist alterna¬ 
tive". Consequently its adopting a watch 
and wait approach For now, the SWP 
*re following their age old "Vote 
Labour, Build the Socialist alternative" 
strategy and seeing whether the SLP 
gains momentum. 


What Scargill and the pro-Labour Left 
have in common is the pipe-dream of a 
return lo the good old days of Labour in 
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Labour • the Final Betrayal 
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1*43, "If you don't give the people soda! ^ ^ 
reform, they will give you social revoiu- ^ 


Three hundred and ninety three Labour bom priva 
MPa took office in 1945 on the buck of consultant! 
working daas anger at the sacrifices made commental 
in the Second World Wu. The Beveridge The social 
report, recommending the establuduneni of had two m 


ibliahing the NHS, the govern. This ia the other aide of Blair's bright and 
I consultants to retain income ahinina coin - lone term unrmnlnvmrnt for 
bedi and fees. “Muffing the those without a place in New Labour's new 
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and the foundation of the National Health 
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had two purposes, one wm to quell aodal necd * •** cootract between aoctety end 
unrest from returning troops, the other was *** MtbviduaL ia which rights and respou- 
lo regulate the inefficiencies of free-market *k»ilities are more doaely defined, in which 
capital ia the long term interests of we grant each citizen s Make in our society, 


the Blair, Jack Straw, Dahrendorf are of the 


same people pay. Aa Herbert Mormon told social democratic left. There is nothing in 
Consequently, as Beveridge put it. Labour the 1947 Labour huty Conference There their language or their proposab • workfare, 
was seen as “the one hope of a better world ia little or no more to be got towards a better withdrawal of benefits, coerdvc training 
after the waT Strange then, that Churchill, standard of ttviag by squeezing the incomes schemes etc - to separate them from 
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by our joint exertions during the coalition, 
which requires to be brought into law and 
made an inherent part of the life of the 


maot an inherent part of the life of the British economy is ill-placed to compete, policiag sod a more primitive welfare 
P 00 ^" because of the drain of expenditure to *y*em. and will want the underclass kept in 

Labour 's nationalisation programme had welfare, and because of the Tories de- whatever high-tech and more lavish version 
been discussed and accepted by all sections skilling of the workforce through reduction *** ,ndun reservntion it takes to keep 
of the House. The majority of industries of spending oo education The “disorpn- «•*» from preying oo the respectable", 
involved were already subject to some bed capital" ecooomy will incorporate both New Labour's agenda is to restructure 
degree of public control, as a result of war- • highly trained, highly skilled workforce British capital at the expense of the poorest 
time requirements. The post-war historians and high levels of unemployment Hence, sections of the working daas. The pro- 
Alan Slced and Chris Cook comment that New Labour’s emphasis oo education and labour left are campaigning for this agenda, 
"...the mines, the railways, the canals, rood mining They ask us to vote for h while trying lo 
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The Labour Left would have us believe that positive voice al the EU negotiating table given the contempt for ordinary people 
the 1945 nationalisations were the first and a macro-economy more conducive lo demonstrated by its bureaucratic antics so 
steps towards ■ planned ecooomy. But only sustained investment. Thx rates need to be far , it ia destined to be one more in the 
unprofitable industries were nationalised, internationally competitive". Translated, never-ending set of initials which baffle and 
profitable industries remained in control of this means cheap, skilled labour, and low bullshit at every election 
private enterprise The mine owners alone taxation. Oiven that, according to Sir pi* end „ mr 

received £164.600.000 in compensation. Geoffrey Holland, former Permanent Monks eloated nraitlv -th*. «, ,k 

tv mum. fo, Economic Usds. Si, J-WW W Dqmnmou of Educe,km. STf £££, 

Stafford Cripps said “I think it would be Bn**tn had slip ped from 14th to 18th ia a versus capitalism. It is about different kinds 
almost impossible to have worker- * ea * ue °f global competitiveness because of 0 f capitalism” 

controlled industry in Britain, even if h * +** °™* and the inade- ,sr 

were on the whole desirable" In the vests < * u * ,e eduai, * on **>d was "the dunce I 0 "*** “ * e# '® d 1 h) “* ecooonuat JK 

of nationalisation. troopswere ulecMo of the world". Blair's vision is essentul for Q^lh c nlkd »«» cnartb-q, of 
b,e.k strikes on ISoccksion, W.ge 'V tun, .round of Britidi cepitel 

restraint policies were introduced in 1948. Writing in the New Statesman recently, the |WCA» constituency of the diar-mu n u-i 
As Lo, planning, as Sited and Cook recoe. soevoioeu Rdf Dihrtndorf ruled lh .1 -the IW^^^-^rrg - n " nil ll. 


Stafford Crippa said "I think it would be 
almost impossible to have worker- 
controlled industry in Britain, even if it 


versus capitalism. It is about different kinds 


As for planning, as Sked and Cook recog. woolofist Ralf Dahrendorf noted that “the wh ich the likes of Bl«r dkn»i« .7 
nised, "Co-ordination of fuel policy was nature of work is changing. A career for life Uf *Vrri**r hm «« itm ti- i .k, 

htedlyprotootedtorou^toe ^ than the rnvkl kft ha4 |t) !hl , ^ ^‘contest 


of separate Gas and Electricity Boards, Over a lifetime, people will be in and out of 


every arena, lo ensure that the voice ia beard 


while the separate boards administering rail work, employed full-time and put-time, in j-jl 

andro.dtr»nsnoftdid«nihino.n^™ ,nd rr-.r,inino _again. and Marx s gravediggers of captul 


and road transport did nothing lo encourage training and re-training.if toe early oppor- ZJTL’ BUtfI mid ^ 
the development of an integrated transport tunity to encounter the uses of education mahtini/c come . 
system ..Socialist planning of this type was and the constraints of the labour market is ^ 
acceptable even to Conservatives" It may missed, much if not all ia loat:.4ar truly 


make Blair s middle daas voters wont 








"Htochok* It etttr. Thtft It to Amtrictn route whore an Incrtaslngty coercive title will be forced to adopt a 
wntrol tod contain' approach to keeping the poor In check...* will mean doted circuit TV acroea the country, 
banging more people up In prison and cutting unemployment pay In order to force people to price themaelvea 
Into joba (taka pay cuts). The alternative ia to introduce tome policies that might do torn# good .the chances 

of thia happening art negligible". 

fGuardiun October 30 19*51 . 


The 

Conservative 

Left: 

An Jn/anWe 
Dlmvelm 

T Hha British Left in the 20th century has always been 
a strange, timid beast and. with the odd exception, 
•*wtys a»*«ng to boost toe hopes and expectations that 
people had In toe Labour Pviy. 

Lanin encouraged this, and much of what ha wrote 
■Bout toe Labour Parly in tot period 1918-1922 is stN 
parroted by toe left, almost 80 years later. For this reason 
It is worth examining his views in some depth. In hit 
pamphlet "left Wing' Communism: An Infantile 
Disorder", Lanin set out many of toe shibboleths that art 
st* oommon currency now. He argued that Communists 
to relation to the Labour Party ’...muat, firstly, he* 
Hendenon and Snowden to beat Lloyd George and 
Church* secondly, we must help the majority of the 



experiences, that wa are right, that ia that the 
Hendersons and Snowdens are absolutely unsuitable, 
that they are petit bourgeois and treacherous by nature, 
and that their bankruptcy ia Inevitable’. 

Lenin goes on to say that the Communists should try to 

set up an electoral bloc with Labour, to determine in what 
areas the different parties should stand. If the latter don't 
agree, "wa would take part to toe election campaign, 
distribute leaflets in favour of communism, and. in all 
constituencies where we have no candidates, we would 
urge toe electors to vote for toe Labour candidate and 
•gainst the bourgeois candidate*. 

to these two quotes we see toe germs of aN the 
attitudes of the Left over toe last 75 years towards the 
Labour Party, but with one important proviso. Labour at 
this point had never been in power, whether in a coalition 
or alone. 

The Communist Party's position towards Labour was 
spot on formally, in that they ooukf say "The advent of the 
present leaders (of the Labour Party] to power w* not 
constitute a worker's government, but a government in 
the name of Labour, pledged to c*xtalism‘ 

However, when there was another election within a 
year, Labour became toe biggest party in Parliament and 
formed a government with Liberal support, the CP 
decided it was a a victory lor toe working class'. 

Compare that with this quote from toe SWP's Paul Foot. 
"When Labour does atoll in the polls, its worker 
supporters feel better, more confidant; and when Labour 
goes down, its supporters go down as weT. 

Some things never change! 

By the 1950s, the mantle of British Revolution, such as 
it was. had been taken up by toe emerging Trotskyist 
groups, then as now, absolutely tiny. Ironically, while they 
claimed to be mortal enemies of the CP, the groups 
managed to uncritically copy that organisation's craven 
attitude to Labour. The politics they espoused varied from 
each other, but only In degree. For toe last fifty years, aN 
0* theae groups have argued, despite their blood-curdling 
rhetoric, that Labour has to be supported either by being 
in Hot voting lor it. and that a victory lor Labour would be 
In the interests of the working dass. The more things 
change, tie more they stay the same... 

Labour, since Its inception, has been a burtfan on tot 
creativity and resourcefulness of to# working class. It has 
siphoned off generations of genuine and committed 
militants from toe coed of working daas independence 
Into the path of toeir own destruction. All the while, tot 
Left, whichever variety, has encouraged them in this and 
will continue to do so. As things get worse in toe 
remaining years of the nineties, with or without Blair, toe 
taultkne within working dass politics is no longer between 
Left and Right, but between those who are lor Labour and 

toose who are against it. For those m the latter camp, 
there can be no hankering after toe myth* of the Labour 
movement, Trotskyism and Leninism, toe time has come 
to bury the beast and start again. 








ia ike capitalist democracies at 
the cad of tkc 20tk century 
exhibits strong parallels with the condi¬ 
tion* of the emerging industrial 
proletariat at the beginning of the 19th 
century Inat as conditions of extreme 
exploitation were produced by the 
rWng tide of capiutamdmtryn they 


Back to the Future 



only of cap 
early or barbaric' stages 
Mom significant of all ia the total 
edipae of the traditional forms of 


of working class resistance and defence 
are eradicated, so the political weight 
of Ihscfaas disappears The interests, 
agenda and even the voice of the 


The ebb tide ot capitalism in the Western democracies repro¬ 
duces many of the social and political conditions once 
“ to considered characteristic only of capitalism in its early or 
‘barbaric’ stages. As exploitation within the workplace inten¬ 
sifies and the structures of working class resistance and 
defence are eradicated, so the political weight of the class 
disappears. How, in these conditions, is the working class to 
be held together? 



It is therefore 


and structure of political 


forcefully: 
tall; as long 


force of sodal relntmi lo tlM focoen tbM read to 

-It Over the laM decade or so wage 


to understand understand Mara's distinction between of this tendency 

__ lof Man's assump- the nominal, real and relative wage "A house may be large or 

by the ruling lh * • c,k * ,ke Hon ^ "*•» ■" Merely the price of as the sumxmdinn hou* 

_ w _people hence- w « ki H <*** wo « ld eventually labour expressed at i sum of money the small H 

forth only appear as a social problem. ov * rtkro * C *P* U,U1 , y‘ tOTa of roedvm; the teal wage is the for a dwelling But let ■ palace arise 

jmt as in the 19th century the working P rcAlctk * ^ *"***» enforcing amount of commodities that the beside the little house, and it shrinks 

dam was not recognised as a political «Ms unity need to be considered in nominal wage wig buy Man then from a little borne to a hM Tbe little 

the concept of the relative house shows now that the owner has 

only very slight or no demands to 

TWdevdopM.kktc_b.mM --r- .T -r“ TT.~ ■ "T* "We; and however bipb it euy ibo« 

neighboring palace grows to an equal 
greater extent, the occupant of 


one of ceetradictioa in a technical off. But his bom ia better off still. The P«y®ent’ 

sense This means that the growth of r *lnrivt wags of the worker has fallen Tb repeat the point, this is true for ill 


does grow in the insecurity of 
existence" The threat of unemploy- 
ment grows with the sole of capitalist 
Crisis. 

It is dear from Marx's analysis that the 
druses of productive workers are 
nailed by self interest ia that the shun- 
woo of ail irmpccuve of locir poattioo 
to each other, is deteriorating in relation 
to that of the capitalist dam. This utua- 
tion is disguised where the standard of 
living, the real wage, is riling • partic¬ 
ularly from groups of workers who 
benefit from higher wages during a 
pertoo or capita I isr prosperity tm as 
Marx pomu out. the key category 
remains that of relative wages; relative 
that is to the wealth and social power of 
the capitalist. The fact that the deterio¬ 
ration in the position of the workers is 
disguised both by the prosperity of 
some sections relative toothers, as well 
as by the rise in the absolute standard of 
living of all, Maelf provides an account 
of a consistent revoiu 
the 



dem political entity? 
Ike diversity of 


Suppose e wurttcr during one working wdh" TW eipU.m wky M .ytta o( 
group# of workers have very week produces £100 profit for his bom "M* Ubour is: 

“ different groups of interests which and is paid £100 in wages. The “* »y«em of slavery, and indeed of a 

of unitv in nr»n»r# Z sometime# sppear to bear little relation- following week he works harder and slavery which becomes more icvere in 

mealed in the overriv oolrt* •**> to e#d » produces £150 for his bom and is paid proportion as the nodal productive 

haTwritinn of both Man and Emaels Marx nays thM the reiationahip between £110. His nominal, and indeed hia real facea o£ labour develop, whether the 

Yet wc hear very little of this reoogai - d* "oHdng dm asxi the bourgeoisie b vrag^ouy have riaea; be will be better wotkerjecrives better or worse 

lion. It has traditionally been 
by the attention paid to 


Where the workit* dam does become 
of thb whS i! and 

dimension, of the increasing power of 
capital to dominate its life both at work 
and ia the wider processes of society, it 
implies a direct transition to socialist 
objectives. For unlike the struggle for a 
greater share of surplus value within 
the limits of the profitability of the 
capitalist enterprise, awarenem of the 
way ia which the development of the 


irrespective of the 
levs! of wages, focuses the struggle of 
the working dames on the overthrow of 
the wage system itself. This ia a 


Marx * highly theoretical analysis of j* „ . _. - 

capitalism ia the pages of Das Capital taaptothe exbteaoe of its opposite, the 

working dam to the bourgeoisie has 01 UKJUMr y, me cooceatrstioo of 

erne^d. Men btamF?Tmom <* 

ek.lr.cl level of hi. _ly.t. of ^MimllllHW 
ofNUliMii comritwled lo this tendency. «"• *WlM. dWH 
ll it here Hut ike conccprton of 5“ f “”«™« cl ““* 
cepfuliu Mdety divided Mo M Sooood. Ike eodol In ooocoueled 
anUfoniMic deeeca, Ike boorgeoie and <■ W mtm- 

the pnrieuria. I. pmcMcd moo force- «M /Mdoy Ik. coodllno. of 
fully. Yet k b impnrlini 10 oote (hel bo "»«* domkMioo. 
even here Man frequently cautions that Marx frequently describes the contest 
be is nut referring to “the actual between these opposing farces as a 
composition of mdety. which by no ‘civil war". There is no possible 
means co n si s ts of only two dames, community of interest', either the 
workers and industrial capitalists" worker or the capitalist wins; both 

Patterns of dam conflicts in actual ****** This ia true for all groups of 
societies are more ™- h 4~ than the P roductive worker, irrespective of 
Hatred model of the caottalist mode of whether or not one section wins more 
Deduction cm in* favorable condition# than another 


"within the capitalist system all 
methods for raising the social 
productivity of labour art put into 
effect at the coM of the individual 
worker, all means for the develop¬ 
ment of the means of 
production...become means of 
domination and exploitation of the 
producers; they distort the worker 

____ into a fragment of a man, they 

Ilia proem, which ia general terms is wage labourer or of the capitalist m the It will be obvious that real wages may degrade him to the level of an 
undoubtedly a real one, eventually owner of the means of production the same or even rise, while the appendage to a machine, they destroy 


number Mo,eOVe, ’ Wl l«‘ throughout SB 

Of iadyary or even between the industries 

mens thsLTb* vartruK *■ ‘'"d to dee and fail together as the 

conditions of life within the ranks of ^ 

the proletariat are more aad more ' “ 

equalised...and nearly everywhere »MMporary •*«*** 

reduces waaea to the same low level" “ ,n, * r over ,hc capitalut can 
reduces wages 10 tae same low level . lk# of ^ workcr M a 



Haases of productive worker, for 
ail wage labourers producing whit 
Marx calls aurpiua value' • 


working daaa people. 

This is true even in the most extreme 
caae, uniting employed and 
unemployed workers, la the nineties, 
larger aad larger sections of the 


between them might be. 

Marx implies that the diminution 
of the productive worker’s status 
has two sides First, the growing 
man of the capitalist's wealth is 
experienced as an oppressive 
social power, in relation to which 


are linked with the existence of huge 
numbers of unemployed who they 
may join at any minute. The life of the 
‘reserve army' of unemployed is 
directly connected with that of the 
active working clan; energies of one 
flow into the other as the fluctuations of 


b constantly diminishing. The 
mail of this procen is to “deepen 
social contrasts and sharpen social 
antagonisms'', capital ia 

experienced n an increasingly 
tyrannical power in the p'occn of 


reaulta ia thet "simplification of data Thb b became it b not pomfok for anv rrintiv* wag* will fall. This goes to the the actual content of his labour by 

W «nd such that Marx ^ --- “--- - - -. 7 


___ •*»* condition of the him from the intellectual potentialities 

.jTfijSrir <*«•*»> «“«" <* "*';'** “'r'*™ w <* tk. tobo« pm_ m tkc M 

b«»ce« . CM. o( cyuly ud ■ ubo . f k . lu,,,, Mfn *MM_c Ev_ «ben a (ravp o( proponw, ■ «_ce a i»»po,.tcd in 

darn of property lea# workers B WBfe ia (0 y^. workers find tbemadves materially it as an independent power" 

Mot occMoully (cwnlac. _ Ike “Tkc rice of wage. t. defined wilhio bcae ' ° < i - C *P* UU * < ’» P 0 ^ 0 * Lila «. Ike pratoctioc IM became, 

baata of Ike teadeecie* a# Ike -feaenl limit, ihel eot only leave Meet Ike "■f"’™' “ill««: Ike capkelw am ubou mttU)Ve . lm ^ jUc4 

lr«- Idenltflcd by hi. fonul method. f„ 1 ed..«.oTtbc4luU«. y Mb« f ^n»emlndleM.o«mMo W o n «Mi; 

h Ike eonen ofhiefon_lqrM.be Mo Kcwt lu repradoctioe « ea !— * k «' " , “ W *• fo. the wort*,', conod; I becoom 

describes “the development of the iacreaaiMscale" mcreaaad profits of the intervening - T n ¥mrir ,i,, j 

degree of hiMorical simplicity thM has The share of caprtaJ relattve to labour hfitSSl 2 

aevar ia fact exiMML The hum cmiacat “Kviatioa of their oondi- 1 ^, rben. The division of social wealth ** ** 

Marxist thinkers, including Marx ^ ^ ^ between capital and labour has become 

bo^.b^'oootoypnMdM 2L,' dSe pn^SLS; 

rather In ^ ££ ^ ^ fn-™,lb. K c-lpo«oo.o<M 

b^^dbo-MMofM ^J^^lobe J-WMJlkOMjp-j S^C - ? , tf1SS£ 

Put simply, the capttaibt, before cmiiS” "Accumulabon of wnaJih at one pole b 

employing anybody, nmtbto^m^ Thb procem can be hlMorically t'lT^ml^thT^t 


and working conditions in j_ 
regulated not by the absolute number of 
those in the working population, but by: 
“the varying proportions in which the 
working dasa b divided into an active 
army and a reserve army, by the 
increase or diminution in the relative 
amount of the surplus population, by 
the extent to which it b alternately 
absorbed and set free" 

From the point of view of the dynamics 
of capitalist exploitation and domina 
tion, the reserve and active sections of 
the workforce are united by the action 
of a tingle law of supply and demand 
Over tunc, through periods of erbb and 
prosperity, their interests can be seen to 
be identical 

It follows that for working dam revolu¬ 
tionaries. notwithstanding the fact that 
the interests of various itrata within the 
working dm are not wholly identical 
in actually existing societies, there 
exists an essential overall alliance of 
imcrcsi* nctween inem on an nistoncai 
acale, which justifies and makes indb- 
pensable the recognition of the 
opposition of interests between the 
working dm on the one hand and the 
bourgeoisie on the other 
Charting the decline ia the economic 
and political power of the working 
dm b not difficult: the growth b the 
numbers of those permanently 
unemployed, the increasing threat to 
thorn b work, the decline in Irvine 


working dm itself 
It b poea&fe lo aee ia what seme 


in the free of capital's 
deebioo to move or hah production, the 


brosd historical tendency identified by P"* 

Mara has been borne out by events and M confirmed 

...progLTMprofk—B jhtm M 


invested in order lo carry on 
on a ‘ 


. - Moral degradation at the opposite poie, 

and pooreM s e ct ions of b on the side of the 
actually wider ia 1989 * mm prad^t m 


has failed to come | 
Consequently, Man's own theoretical 
perspective of a "negation of capitalist 
vith the 


* the worker who created the orofit b l. i an _ H* mi pruduc 

a simple_^ ** ^** to 1«W. despite the poorest AlAnu . Umry 

sls ^ * 

potprinnl struggle for higher waps ** to 1989 ^ ^ ^ 1889.1. the --- 

circular in the sewse that the status 


of work, the levda of 
repression utilised by the police and the 
prison system, the abdication at the 
trade unions' role in defending their 
of 
of 


or 

capitnliM economy of all. that 5 

of the US, thb proem b Mill more “*!*!■!* " 

evident An Mara puts it "the social 

position of the workcr hn dctcrin- wocit, u topis wrote ytifi 

ex ceptkms, thb b true for all gro s ip t of r _._j j. n i. 4 . later, even if the s ta n dard of living of 

inexorability at a natural proem" b vidoot and CDs ** wwk ing dm b lo me degree 

xorability of e natural proem b ^ m thb dearly, h b neommy to > • - ’ ,roUcted * ,ke ^ ^ 


for a socialist society b a 


The 


b not ai 

the factory, in poaMve t 
dm MaraiM left mnM be to work for the 
•octal and political control of society 
byf 






• • * on * . . e, 




• tilt it r>* » > •« 


• • • • * • • •» * 
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Patriot Games 


* i f • * \ 

• I i' 


A document has recently been circulating in left wing and media circles which purports 
to be a security alert and alleges Red Action s involvement in an MI5 conspiracy to 
entrap members of the Scottish National Liberation Army (SNLA). The document was 
issued from Dublin by the previously unheard of Scottish Separatist Group (SSG). It is 
in fact the work of Adam Busby, the self styled leader In exile of the SNLA. 
Red Action investigates... 


had argued 


B usby, ha* for the pasi 12 yew* 
lived in Dublin, claiming to 
be "ou the run” from the 
British authorities for his pvt in 
previous SNLA activities. In fad 
Busby is “oo the run” for an act of 
vandalism in which be k alleged to 
have criminally damaged a military 
vehicle. However, he continues to 
peddle the myth that he is the leader 
of a mighty guerrilla force waitiig in 
the wings to take Scotland forward to 
an Independent Workers Republic 
Many of those who have come into 
cootad with Adam Busby over the 
yean have inevitably ended up in jail 
• Tommy Kelly (10 yean). Andrew 
Mdmoah (12 yean) to name but two. 
The most recent case involving 
alleged bomb plots by the SNLA in 
which two men. Kevin Pa ion and 
Terence Weber, received the 
sentences of 18 months and 3 yean 
respectively, is the subject of Busby's 
"security alert” document. Busby 
claims that both Weber and Paton 
were state agents involved in a 
conspiracy to entrap Busby snd 
another man, their co-accused Darin 
Brown. Brown subsequently jumped 
bail and his whereabouts are 
unknown. Busby claims that the stale 
was forced to convid it’s own agents 
in the absence of himself snd Brown, 
s somewhat ridiculous scenario, to 
say the least. 

In Weber's case, there is certainly 
some cause for concern. Weber was 
able to gain acccaa to the SNLA after 
he shared a cell with SNLA member. 
Andrew Mdmoah, while he was on 
remand in Craigincbes Prison, 
Aberdeen. The document points out 
that Weber was released on bail twice 
despite the fad that there waa a 
warrant for his arrest on a charge of 
rape in England. It would certainly 
appear that Weber, a habitual thief 
and housebreaker, had dooe tome 
sort of deal with the police whereby 
he might have some outstanding 
charges against him dropped in 
return for information and infiltration 
of the SNLA. This is certainly the 
explanation offered by Busby More 
disturbing is the ease with which 
Weber was able to gain membership 
of the SNLA. He was either working 
for the state against the SNLA or 
alternatively, the SNLA itself is a 
state asset and Baby has assumed 
the role of a previous Walter Mitty 
character called Major F.A.C. 
Boothby. who in the 1970's set up the 


entirely state run Army of the 
Provisional Government (APG). 
Interestingly, the young Adam Busby 
was ooe of Boothby's recruits. 
Certainly, the SNLA is always active 
at times when the Scottish National 
Party (SNP) are riding high in the 
opinion polls and they have provided 
propaganda for the Labour Party in 
Scotland to smew the SNP with 
claims that the "Ihrian Terrorists” are 
a by produd of their nationalism 
In Kevin Paton's case. Busby claims 
that be was an unwitting dupe of an 
M15 operation which involved Red 
Action's Scottish organiser, who 
Busby daims is as ML5 officer! The 


Tiocfaidh Ar La fumne, AFA and 
Red Action. Kevin is a strong 
supporter of Irish republicanism and 
waa att r a ct ed towards the activities of 
AFA. The contradictions in political 
terms of a Settler Wtich member also 
becoming involved with Red Action 
had at this time not become apparent 
to him. 

Red Action members first met K«vin 
and taro friends when they came 
down for a Celtic game a couple of 
yean ago. During a brief docuasioo 
and due to the increasing interest 
being shown by the media in the 
activities of anti-English groups in 
the North of Scotland, we arted him 



reality is that Kevin Paton came into 
cootad with the SNLA through the 
fascist ic Settler Watch group, an 
organisation run by SNLA members. 
Paton was pul in touch with Busby 
■fter being vetted* by a German 
woman called Sonia Vathjunker. a 
fellow Settler Witch activist. 
Vathjunker previously gained press 
notoriety when she and another 
woman were arrested putting up 
Settler Witch posters Their arrest led 
to the subsequent search and arms 
find at Andrew McIntosh's home. 
Vtihjunker had borrowed McIntosh's 
car for the poster run snd thereby 
provided the police with the reason to 
make further enquiries into 
McIntosh s activities, evcatually 
leading to hit arrest and a 12 year jail 
sentence. At this time Kevin Paton, a 
lifelong Celtic fan and former Celtic 
Carnal, wu also in cootacl with the 


Majors and Minors 


Tin say that Adam Busby is a 
1 controversial charader is not 
entirely accurate. That he b a liar, a 
fraud and a fantasist is beyood doubt. 
The only tea) question still to be 
decided is whether be is a witting or 
unwitting accomplice of the state. 
Ecoentric be may be, but as his career 
shows, harmless be is not. The 
damage though is mostly self- 
inflicted. The problem is in 
unravelling fiction from reality. The 
reality of lengthy jail sentence* for 
his comrades in arms and hit precise 
role in H is exaggerated by the fad 
that Busby rarely tolls the truth. Tb 
make matters worse, Busby is a 
publicity aaeker. The pfcreu al news 
k good news describes his attitude to 
the press succinctly. How the press, 
who irregularly seek him out for 
interviews, view the relationship is 
toss dear cut. 


For, without the oxygen of publicity 
that coma courtesy of the Scottish 
and Irish papers, the SNLA and its 
commander and chief would not in 
any meaningful way exist. And while 
the coverage in the Irish and 
occasionally the English press is 
sceptical, the Scottish pros can be 
very respectful indeed. This extrad 
from a full page article in the Herald 
from 1993 is typically breathless: 
“Ten years ago the net tightened on 
the men who would be dubbed the 
two most successful letter-bombers 
in Scottish history', but they 
managed to jump bail and flee the 
country and have been al large ever 
since. David Dinsmorc was a 20 year 
old nationalist extremist from Falkirk 
charged with posting a device to 
Scooe Palace, the home of the Tbry 
Minister the Earl of Mansfield. Other 
similar charges were being prepared. 


Adam Busby wu 
later arrested oo a 
minor bolding 
charge involving 
an Army vehicle, 
hut a major 
terrorist trial involving both undoubt¬ 
edly loomed" 

This is the opening paragraph to a 


written himself. For two reasons. It 
hu lies and inaccuracies in equal 
measures, and the bits in betwe en are 
simply exaggeration. 

One, the claim that Busby was one "f 
the two most successful bombers etc 
wu made in court. But not by the 
Crown, u might be imagined by the 
report, but by an agent provocateur 
from another cue. TWo, the charge 
against Dinsmore in regard to the 
Tory minister wu subsequently 
dropped. Three, no other charges 
have been brought. Four, to describe 
an arrest for criminal damage u a 
"holding charge" when Busby got 
btil is totally inaccurate and designed 
to mislead. As is the inference that 


what hit views on Settler Watch 
were. It became pretty dear to us that 
Kevin had some involvement with 
this group. We met another couple of 
times and communicated by phone - 
we pointed out to him that, in our 
opinion, groups like Settler Watch 
were dangerous because they baaed 
themselves simply on hatred of the 
English rather than seeing the 
problems of bousing and unemploy¬ 
ment u a working class iuuc. 
regardless of nationality. There arc 
plenty of rich landowners in the north 
of Scotland of various nationalities, 
including Scots, who were exploiting 
the area's resources and people 
Eventually Kevin, told us that he had 
been involved in Settler Watch and 
that he had established contact with 
Adam Busby through Vsthjuoker. He 
laitMbat he had always been unhappy 
about how the SNLA and Settler 


Baby He had abo told Bushy that 
he had established cootad with Red 
Action and although Bushy had 
dnerfttod ua as a "Britnh” group, he 
[ offered no crttdn. He applied for 
supporting membership of Red 
Action and waa accepted. He wu 
finding it difficult, however to extract 
himself from the SNLA due to 
Baby’s persistent phone calk, 
h would teem that Busby fioally 
snapped after Red Action printed a 
criticism of Settler Watch entitled 
"Tirtaa Fascists" He contacted 
Kevin Paton and "ranted” about the 
article. He abo steed Paton if be was 
a member of Red Action, which he 
denied. Kevin Paton claims that 
Baby's parting shot was. "It doesn't 
matter anyway, because the shit's 
•bout to hit the fan for those 
bastards." Kevin reported all of this 
to the RA organiser We were a little 
suspicious that Kevin might have 
been attempting to infiltrate Red 
Action on behalf of the SNLA but be 
seemed to be attempting to pull away 
from a group that be had regrets 
about ever getting involved with in 
the first place 

In August 1994, Kevin Paton wu 
part of the Red Action delegation to 
West Belfast. The weekend wu a 
great success with about 40 RA 
members from various areas 
attending. He visited republican 
prisoners in Long Kesh in the 
company of other Scottish RA 
members. On the way back to 
Scotland, we were slopped at Belfast 
Harbour by the RUC Special Branch, 
our car wu searched and all of a 
were searched u weU We did not 
regard this with any great signifi¬ 
cance at the time although we did 
find it unusual that we were stopped 
and searched at the Belfast end rather 
than in Stranraer where most of the 
harassment of Scottish visitors to 
Ireland takes place Within a 
fortnight of returning from Belfast 
the shit did indeed hit the fan as 
Adam Busby had predicted but it wu 
Kevin Paton who look the fell when 
Busby set him up. 

Paton wu contacted by phone 
several times one night by Terence 
Weber and Darin Brown, men he had 
never met until he wu in Craiginches 
prison oo remand. Weber used a code 
word which Kevin recognised and he 
claimed that Paton had been recom¬ 
mended by Adam Busby and that his 
services were needed foe an opera¬ 
tion that night Paton refused to 
participate, be worked night shift at 
the time, and he told them that he wu 
finished with that stuff. Weber and 
Brown went ahead and were arrested 


planting a device outside Aberdeen 
Sheriff Court The next morning. 
Kevin Patou’s home wu raided by 
armed police and be wu charged 
with SNLA related activities 
Kevin maintains that he had not been 
involved in ay operatiou with the 
SNLA for 6 months. He admitted in 
statements to the police (against Red 
Action's advice) that he had been 
involved in the SNLA’s "Operation 
Flame". He put his hands up to the 
actions that he had been involved in 
but he U adamant that the only 
person implicated in his confession 
wu himself. Weber, oa the other 
hand made allegations that the whole 
operation and activities that be wu 
involved in were run from Dublin by 
Adam Baby. He also made state 


When it came to court last you. 
Weber * defence wu still that Baby 


there wu something spectacular in 
managing to jump had which leu of 
thousands manage to do every 
Monday morning in Magistrates 
courts throughout the British Isles, 
simply by not turning up. 

Finally, the major terrorist trial 
looming, etc, hu never materialised 
The only charge Busby hu ever 
faoed. snd the one on which he 
successfully fought extradition from 
Ireland wu for - criminal damage 
Criminal damage’ is not much of a 
war record by any standards 
However, being the mote successful 
letter bomber in history ’it. 

It wu of course the stale that 
wittingly or unwittingly provided 
Busby with these impeccable 
terrorist credentials. And wittingly 
or unwittingly, pres* reports like this 
continue to sustain his credibility 
Credible enough, is any case, to 
convince sufficient volunteers to 
sacrifice their freedom for a paramil¬ 
itary organization that hu no 
recognisable objective, an even 
dimmer prospect of success, snd 


tors. Kevin Paton changed his plea to 

guilty to his "Flame" activities 
halfway through the trial. Hus meant 
that he could not be called to testify 
against anyone eJae. His plea wu 
accepted and he received the 18 
month t r ntrnc f 

One other strange detail of the case 
with regard to Weber it that a few 
days after all the defendants had been 
released oo bail, Weber turned up al 
the borne of Kevin Paton with 2 
stolen (he claimed) video recorders 
which he asked him to sell for £100 
each. The reason he gave for 
appearing on Paten's doorstep wu 
that he needed the money urgently in 
order to get over to Dublin to see 
Adam Busby. Kevin Paton told him 
that he wanted nothing to do with 
him and be left. Within 2 hours, 
Paton wu visited by the police who 
asked him if he had seen Weber since 
their release, to which be replied, 
"No". The police officers told him 
that they knew for a feet that Weber 
had visited him a couple of hours 
ago!?! What wu Weber up to? Well, 
timers from videos have been known 
to be used in bomb-makng.. 


Sonia Vajunkcr. who acted 
u a cooduit from Busby to 
Paton. A leading light hi 
Settler Watch, is now 
reportedly involved in the 
Tburist Industry! 


that, despite fifteen yean of blood 
thirsty rhetoric, have never killed 
anyone. 

"Disruption and alarm, not shooting 
and bombing are the preferred 
tactics...even when the SNLA did 
allegedly intend to kill someone • 
something always seemed to prevent 
it. Its no wooder, u Busby says 
himself, that some suspect that the 
SNLA is u M15 front to discredit 
Scottish nationalism" • (Sunday 
Tribune). 

Whether it is or not is of course a 
moot point. However, it docs bear all 
the characteristics of its predecessors 
which were undoubtedly heavily 
infiltrated. One such' outfit, with 
which Busby hu a direct link, wu 
the Army of tlto Provisional 
Government, founded in 1970 by a 
Major Boothby. According to an 
article in The Herald in 1993, 
Boothby is "now widely seen u an 
agent provocateur for the security 
services, la ' Bntam's Secret War ’, 
CONTINUED OVER 









a* Scottish ptn-military 



They invariably have 

and activtea. At a 
sUte appears to have found it 
relatively simple to infiltrate them 
and entrap the more serious activists 
on arms charges or charges of 
conspiracy For the state, the setting 
up of Scottish republican activists 
has a multitude of advantages. They 
can be portrayed in the media as a 
bunch of bungling, incompetent 
amateurs. Those involved in such 
conspiracies are usually written off 
as cranks, or ia the words of one 
SNP wag. “...a motley collection of 


tant of all, their clandestine activities 
can serve as s reminder - in the 
state’s terms - of what happens when 
constitutional nationalism fails to 


The SNP, on the other hand, were, on 
paper at least, committed to breaking 
up the British state and to removing 
nuclear bases from Scottish soil, h is 
in this context, therefore, that the 
role of the British security services 
and MI5 have to be seen. Did they 
merely target known activists in 
nationalist circles whom they 
reckoned to be disillusioned with the 
constitutional road to independence, 
or did they adopt a more pro-active 
role in the formation of the Scottish 
pan-military outfits? 

The answer is probably a bit of both. 
From the accounts in “Britain's 
Secret War”, there is little doubt that 
the state weren’t just following 
people around in the hope of 
catching them at it’. At the same 
time, some of the key figures who 


exactly make it difficult for the stale 
and its agents to find out what they 


call for armed 
statements from the previously 
unheard of organisation called the 
Scottish Liberation Army (SLA). 

In 1970 Boothby founded the Army 
of the Provisional Government 
(APO). But. from their very first 
bank raid, the police were aware of 
the activities of APG members Moat 
fingers pointed at Boothby as both 
the instigator and the informant. The 
celebrated Scots poet and socialist 
Hugh MacDairmid, who, along with 
the Major had been a member of the 
executive of the militant nationalist 
1320 Society, firmly believed 
Boothby to be an agent provocateur. 
In April 1972, MacDairmid wrote 
that: 

"...if Boothby is playing a double 
game, he must be exposed and got 
rid of" In January 1973, Boothby 
was issued with a fait accompli 


party funds. The four received a total 
of 81 yean in prison (26 years. 25 
yenrs, 24 years and 6 years) Matt 
Lygate, the WPS leader who 
received a 24 year sentence and 
actually served 14 yean has, in 
discussion with Red Action 
members in Scotland, been very 
frank about his feelings regarding the 
paramilitary nationalist organisa¬ 
tion* When we asked him how he 
reckoned the state were able to 
oonvict him and the other WPS men, 
he laid "Because they were in there, 
among us, right from the begin¬ 
ning". 

Benny Godwin is toother state agent 
who crossed between groups like the 
Scottish National Liberation Army. 
Scottish Republican Socialist Party. 
Siol Nan Gaidheal and Arm Nan 


In other words, such groups 
can serve the interests of the stale in 
undermining the position of consti¬ 
tutional nationalists like the SNP. 
However, that is not to say that all 
such republican groups in Scotland 
have worked to the agenda of the 
state, but, in the case of many, 
enough questions arise from their 
activities to suggest ihat the state has 
its fingers in quite a few haggis 
pies’! 

That so many individuals and organ¬ 
isations have been imprisoned si the 
hands of state operatives and agents 
provocateur would tend to suggest 
that something is rotten to the core in 
the barrel of Scottish republicanism. 
This is perhaps verified by the fact 
that, for almost fifteen years, no Irish 
Republican group has publicly 
associated itself with any of the 
paramilitary organisations which 
proclaim themselves to be the 
leaders of the Scottish people 
In their examination of this phenom¬ 
enon, journalists Andrew Murray 
Scott sod lain MacLeay, in their 
book "Britain's Secret War’’ 
(1990. Mainstream) assert: 
‘Some Scottish nationalists regard 
tartan terrorism' as a creature virtu¬ 
ally summoned up by the state to 
discredit political nationalism and 
the peace movement, lb others, the 
terrorists are simply cranks..." The 
first surge of unconstitutional 
nationalism' occurred around the 
same time as the SNP itself was 
poised to make electoral gains when, 
in 1968, they took the largest share 
of the votes in Scotland at the 
Municipal elections. This was 
enough to scad shock waves through 
the British establishment and NATO 
who, according to Scott and 
MacLeay, regarded Scotland as 
strategically important to their inter- 



were up to! 

The first modem leader of ‘tartan 
terror' to emerge after 1968 was 
Major Frederick AC Boothby. A 
retired British Army Major. Boothby 


regarded as NATO's aircraft carrier. 


lislung a regular Scottish army - 
obviously with himself at its head! 
Boothby, an Englishman born in 
Dorset, with links to the old Anglo- 
Irish aristocracy, was educated at 
English public schools and was a 
cousin of Lord Boothby. the 
Conservative politician. He formed 
the South Hertfordshire Folklore 
Society, and both the society and 
Boothby were implicated by a TV 
documentary programme in strange 
rituals involving children (see 
Britain’s Secret Whr). 

Boothby fled England but was later 
to re-emerge in Scotland as a fervent 
supporter of nationalism. 
Interestingly, like Adam Busby's 
first attempt - after thirteen yean as 
a 'fugitive'- at a publication this year 
when be brought out the Scottish 
Separatist’. Boothby'« publication. 
Sgian Dubh”. attacked the English 
and the leadership of the SNP. This 


"leave Scotland or die" from, ironi¬ 
cally, the Scottish Liberation Army, 
the outfit which be had founded. 
Boothby’s activities resulted in 11 
people being jailed. 

Scott and MacLeay contend "While 
there may have been scores of agents 
provocateurs, it is highly likely that 
Boothby wn one. He was a man 
who revelled in dandestinity and 
cooapiracy...this role of an agent 
acting as a ‘focus’ for potential 
terrorists then involving them in 
conspiracies leading to their arrest 
has proved to be a recurrent theme: 
ia nearly every phase of terrorist 


there has been a figure 
playing the Boothby’ role. 

Other organisations and individual 
Scottish republicans have been 
convicted or have been framed in 
state attempts to involve them in 
arms and explosives conspiracies. 
Steven Niven was a police agent 
working inside the Workeri Party of 
Scotland (WPS) which, in 1972, saw 
four of its activists receive the 
longest sentences ever handed out 
for a conspiracy trial in Scotia**: 
Their ’crime' was to have conspired 


(CONTINUED) journalists Andrew Murray Scott and This book is largely fictional, containing literally 
lain MacLeay contend: "While there may have been thousands of factual errors". Of the authors, he writes 
•cores of agents provocateurs, it is highly likely that “Both Sutherland and Murray Scott are promiscuous 
Boothby was one . this role of an agent acting as a focus homosexuals, and both were involved with youthful nuk 
for potential terrorism then involving them in conspire- prostitutes so..." 
cies leading to their arrest has proved a recurrent theme: 
in nearly every phase of terrorist activity there has been 
a figure playing the Boothby role’". 

Perhaps all too aware of the comparisons being drawn, 

Busby, for whom suspicion, intrigue and paranoia art 
dose personal friends, prefen to see Boothby as a 
“crank", or, alternatively, as “a totally sincere man who 
died in virtual poverty". Provocateur’, ‘crank’, or 
‘totally sincere’ are descriptions equally applicable, in 
whole or in part, to Busby himself. 

Michael Shea, the former Press Secretary to the Queen, 
who is given a walk-on role as s kind of literary counter¬ 
provocateur in ‘Britain's Secret War' describes 
conspiracy theorists as:“quaint fellows, oddly lodged in 
some sort of time warp, in one of the ante-rooms to the 
madhouse of politics. They define history in terms of 
plots, of nefarious schemers, of whisperers in the corri¬ 
dors of power, of networks of poisoners, propagandists 
or pederasts". Pederasts, or nonces, to use a more 
familiar expression, arc men who pursue homosexual 
relations with boys. In the first and only edition of 
Scottish Separatist, Busby reviews Britain s Secret War 



Goodwin’s past would have raised 
doubts in the ranks of any group 
involved in illegal activities - but not 
•o in the realm of the fantasy world 
that is Scottish paramilitarism. He 
was a former (?) police cadet who 
induced others to involve themselves 
in a campaign of letter bombs on 
behalf of the SNLA. He is the main 
source of evidence against Tommy 
Kelly who got ten years for posting 
two letter bombs. It was the 
evidence of police agent Goodwin 
which forced Kelly to change plea 
halfway through the trial and plead 
guilty. Charges of conspiracy against 
Kelly were dropped because the 
only person that he had conspired 
with was • Benny Goodwin! 

Other associates of Goodwin were 
David Dinsmorc and Adam Busby 
It was Goodwin in fact who was 
attributed in Britain’s Secret War as 
providing Dinsmorc and Busby with 
their oft quoted title as “the two most 
successful letter-bombers in Scottish 
history". Benny Goodwin made this 
statement during the trial of Tommy 
Kelly. Goodwin also stated that he 
had ‘turned’ undercover because of 
his hatred of violence and that he 
was proud of his part in frustrating 
the evil tactics of the bombers 
Goodwin’s statement in 1984 is not 
unlike that of another stale operative. 
Patrick Daly, who boasted about “job 
satisfaction" at the trial a couple of 
yean ago of INLA members who he 
had involved in an explosives 
conspiracy. 

The number of informants, 
conspiracy trials and police set-ups 
are too many to detail. There have 
been a series of attempts to entrap 
and imprison members of the SRSP 
• the most bizarre of which was the 
use of explosives previously associ¬ 
ated with the UVF, where the police, 
using their loyalist informants, tried 
to sell part of the UVF consignment 
to Scottish activists - a 16 year old 
youth, Creag Browning, received a 
year in jail for this police operation 
designed to entrap bigger fish’. 
Other organisations to pop up over 
the yean and to be drawn onto the 
spider’s web that the state appears 
to have created around this scene 
have been: Tartan Army; Border 
Clans; Scottish Citizens Army of 
the Republic. 1916 Club; 100 Chib; 
Scottish Activists; Scottish 
Patriots; Army of the Scottish 
People; Scottish Republican Army; 
as well as the aforementioned 
Army of the Provisional 
Government; Scottish Liberation 
Army; Workers Party of Scotland 
and the SNLA. Most of these 
groups have had people end up 

The cause of a Scottish Workers 
Republic has only suffered as a 
result of the antics of the groups 
most associated with it. These 
ups have seen more splits, 
isms and police operations 
against them than the fictitious 
lean Popular Front’ in Monty 
Python’s ’Life of Brian' Unlike the 
organisations who cover 
themselves in tartan and claim 
Bravehean spirit', however, the 
Life of Brian' was funnv at least. 


Comrades in Arms 


A former associate of Busby s. Otrid 
Lwnsmore. wno nw Scotland with 
Mm, returned from exit in Brazil two 
years ago and admitted his pert in • 
letter bomb campaign and jumping 
baN. Oinemore received foe a sntonos 
of 240 hours community service 
Whilst David Dinsmore wee in Brazil. 
Busby, who remained in Dublin, 
continued to make ludfcrous and 
grandiose claims about himself. 
Dinsmore and foe SNLA. In an Mar- 
view with Sootland on Sunday. 



published on 13th February, 1994, 
Dmsmore painted a different picture 
of his relationship with Busby and the 
SNLA. He said, 1 was aware that 
people ware using my name quite 
freely, saying this and that. I was 
supposed to be signing documents in 
Dublin and the News of the World 
claimed that I had confessed to 
sending a bomb to the Queen and 
being smuggled out of Ireland by the 
IRA. They simply made it all up but I 
couldn't do anything about it ’ Busby 
claimed that a lot of time and money 
had been invested by the SNLA in 
keeping Dmsmore. whom he dubbed 
The Tartan Pimpernel’, out of jail 
When Dinsmore returned to face the 
music after ten years on the run'. (« 
community service!) Busby was 
outraged recognising that this embar 
rassmg sentence would reflect badly 
on Ms carefully nurtured notoriety He 
condemned the ‘shabby deal* 
in 1993 Busby had totd The Herald 
that Dinsmore was a key figure in 
SNLA operations in 1963: That year 
there was an attack of some kind 
every few days 27 letterbombs or 
hoax devices. Myself and Dinsmore 
were pushing ourselves to the limr 
The shabby deal' changed things - 
retrospectively. ‘Dmsmore is a minor 
characiar and Ms dafodton is of no 
oonoem...He was actually an 18 year 
old message boy, a courier 
The pathological refrain is familiar 
Tommy KeNy. who got ten years tor 
SNLA activities after pleading guilty, 
waa subsequently dismissed by 
Busby as “pitying a minor rote* and 
"never being a member of the SNLA’ 
Kevin Paton was described as "a 
dupe who never got does*, "a minor 
role‘etc. If everybody that is captured 
plays foe minor role, is this because 
Busby plays foe m^or* role? Or put 
another way, Busby plays foe role of 
Major? 

Busby, though dearty a loser, is not a 
graceful one. The article in Red 
Action 68 entitled Tartan Fascists 
attacking the rationale and methods 
of Settler Watch as fundwnentaity 
radst. apparently drove Busby into 
paroxysms of rage. Rather than refute 
the allegations through the letters 
page or the media etc, Busby 
conduded that the oounter argument 
would be better explained by oovering 
Dublin in graffiti alleging that Red 
Action were aN bastards, etc. 

When Dinsmore was arrested in 1963 
he had just posted a bufcy envelope. 
When retrieved (Ms was found to 
oontain a box of matches, two tubes 
of lighter fuel, and emery paper 
In 1996 a parcel was coNededatfoe 
London BM box. Inside a jiffy bag was 
a hardbecked notebook, with a 
hdtowed-out centre. Taped to it with 
electricians tape was a tube of lighter 
fuel, matches, a plastic bag of 
gunpowder, a Hilti gun cartridge 
packed with broken glass, and 
attached to the package with an 
aMe band waa a piece of • emery 
pap* 

The bomb' was posted in Dublin Red 
Action in Dublin also received a 
•imilar package a couple of months 
later These devices were much more 
sophisticated than the rather primitive 
on# that Dinsmore was captured with. 
Evidence which, even though circum¬ 
stantial. suggests that in the ten year 
interim Busby has not been 
completely wasting Ms time 












Will Hutton 


The Revenge of 
the Lumpen 
Polytechnic 


and file worker* fell by 18% 
between 1973 and 1995. from 
$31 S/week lo 8258. Between 1973 
and 1995 output per penon of all 
non-farm worker* in the private 
lector rone by 25%. while the real 
hourly earning* of such workers 
fell by 129b. 

In the last five yean the US 


and £20 million, and 
was immediately 
condemned by Labour 
officials who were at 
pains to point out that 
Labour had no such 
spending plans for 


Feddoo, the editor of 


thinks a well managed economy 
should do. The end result has not 
been gains all round, but, as Wall 
Street banker Felix Rohcrty 
described it. “an advanced 


not lo follow the New 
Zealand Labour party 
down the road of 


The State We're In 

Wax Hutton 

A ccording lo a recent 
Z\ Guardian feature (Who's 
x XGonna be in Blur s Gang?) 


New Labour would like to say if it 
were not for electoral caution”. The 
article speculates as to the likely 
member* of Labours Pink 


who will be rewarded for services 
rendered once Islington’s great hero, 
Tony Blair, attains office Hutton 
every ooc across the political 
spectrum agrees - is the ideas man 
who will wield moat influence upon 
a Labour government. 

Hutton's book is worthy enough on 
one level, being i defence of and 
updating of Keynesian stale-inter 
ventionist economics. The book - and 
his regular columns in the Guardian 
and elsewhere consistently amass a 
damning statistical case against Tbry 
economic policies and City short- 
termini) 

His thesis is straight-forward As he 
summed it up in a Radio 4 interview. 
“Money is turned over rapidly, 
finance is steered towards short-term 
lending The orientation is interna¬ 
tional. not domestic...British 
companies are stuck between a rock 
and a hard place. On the ooc hand 
there are uncommitted banks who are 
averse to lending cheap long-term 
debt and on the other hand are 
anonymous, uncommitted share- 
holders who demand high immediate 
returns, of which high dividends are 
but a symptom". 


been left to rot whilst finance capital 
sought better returns abroad. The 
teak of an incoming Labour govern¬ 
ment would be to encourage long 
term investment in industry and 
infrastructure, thus expanding 
productivity and raising standards of 


Hutton's models for this rational, 
planned capitalism are primarily, 
Germany and Japan. As the 
American economist David Lapido 
puts it, “Hutton would have us 
believe that we can keep the market 
but manage it. keep the profit motive 
but tame it. and thereby launch the 




J its participants" (although corpo¬ 
rate chiefs execs who gave 

b^v^iwSw^i, 9 ^ 

have coped). 

The failing of Hutton’s schema is 
that capitalism im'l a system that you 
can adjust or fine-tune, its not on its 
own terms • irrational. It's a relation¬ 
ship of exploitation between that 
section of society which owns the 
now hi-tec means of production, and 
thoac who don't, those whose labour 


declaiming that 
Margaret Thatcher's 
“greatest failure was 
that she did not. in 
seeking to transform 
the economy, take 
account for the need to 


uhesion” Th# fating within the Labour Party's upper 

ranks it that "the working does have betrayed 
Much has been made u®. We have educated them, we housed them, 


this. One is historical, and concerns 
the post-’45 development of German 
and Japanese capital. 1b lake the 
German example: the KFW (the 


ic tiger 
»’ of Bast 
Leftist' 




driving forces of capital 
Hutton * argument is part of the 


This is the real i 


for Blair's trip 


ia raising long-term cadi far German 
industry), is, aa its managing director 
Gert Vogt admits, a product of its 
time • the post war boom which was 
underwritten by the veracity of 
American capital’* expansion; The 
government wanted to use us lo 
channel the Marshall plan funding 
far the reconstruction of the German 
economy. After the War. companies 
had no equity. They had to be 
financed out of nothing. There was 
nothing, they were de*troyed..xod 
the banks were used from the very 
beginning to look into the future of 
an offensive”. 

The other problem with Hutton's 
big idea is that it doesn't work. The 
US economy is about to enter its 6th 
year of recovery. Investment has 
grown, productivity has risea at 
twice the rate of the ‘70s Md ‘80s, 
and inflation has remained low. 
Investment, particularly in computers 
and software, has risen at its steepest 
rate since 1945. Productivity has 
been boosted by the rapid growth of 
investment, continuing to accelerate 
(2.25% in the first three-quarters of 
1995) even though the economy’s 
over all growth was slowing. 

So far. so good. The problem is 
that, despite what Hutton would say. 
the average weekly earnings of rank 


to an end - that end - getting more for 
leu from the working dam - remains 


ts pan or the Asian 'miracle' waa the product of ... r „. rn - ^ 

getting mote for iSZL.fod-oCh-d.SZ H? ■ , "" 1 f* 


However frustrating Hutton;s 
utopian schema* for goodwill' 
capitalism are. the willful refusal of 
the Left to rocogniac Tony Blair's 
real agenda is worse. The fact is 
Hutton - damned aa Blair's 
Key nesi a n mouthpiece * lawny to the 
left of Blair. In the first week of 
February Hutton attacked the Tories 
plana to get public spending dowa to 
35% of GDP aa a means of financing 
pre-election tax-cut bribes (This 
falling public-spending is to be the 
yardstick of (be good society, not. for 
example, class sire, the speed of 
response of fire brigades to emergen¬ 
cies, hospital waiting lists or 
well-mocked public libraries”). In the 
same week Tbny Blair condemned a 
*17 year old government” for raising 


Frankie Dobaoo pointed to Budget 
figures showing taxes set to rise each 
year as a share of the national wealth 
in the years 1998-2001 

Roland Wales. Labour's former 
director of policy, wrote an inoffen¬ 
sive article in the New Statesman 
pointing out that provision of 
social housing would coat 
the Labour Party between £10 billion 


Information technology I 
the operation of modem 
The future. Blair know 


say without the slightest remorse that 
we would have not made economic 
progress if we had not intervened in 


ZttZZZTILZ ThTIZ neighbour is, bow you live, the noise 
TEL? y«* make. how you *1 and what 

tne poverty level, a small number of lan ^ u*. We decide what's 


high-wage, high-skill secure 
workers, and a mass of r»m»ii«*H 
cheap, short-term "flexible" labour 

British capital is inefficient. Blair 
will restore its efficiency Welfare 
spending is a drag anchor on 


m n Li W.I — 1 - ,4 >L. - 1 - 

ngnt. rover mi no wnu me people 


This is lockdown capitalism’, and 
Blair knows (as does Clinton in the 
US) that that is what it will take to 
keep the lid on the cauldron in New 




of the Thatcher/Major years need lo A study of Barnsley ’s Labour party 
be retrained ia new technologies m the ‘70s found s 50% middle class 


Blair will ensure that this is done. 

For ordinary people he promises 
nothing. Hutton tells us that British 


membership. 


Peter Jenkins described them Since 
then, the middle class have become 


cqptolism. unless reforamd. “will ^ eBfioc q( Ubom fofW#fd 


get meaner and harder and the 


march. The Labour strategist Philip 


Ihoctw- will tidiifo ihroM|l><M o^lllfo. £35 *m. 

•ociesy as inequality ana economic ^ , mKlt „ uoocr that 

under-performance intensifies" Blair . 

knows this. He knows that there will a?, 
be . ucfol backtab lo hi, policies. 

HefobW-yUfo.-a,. 


conditions in which crime breeds. In the yean ahead, the lumpen 
and at the same time insisting that polytechnic will become the Pink 
serious crimes require punishment'. Establishment and they intend to 
compulsory training schemes, have their revenge, 
combining housing and training, 
cracking down on benefit frauds etc. 


A Serious Disturbance. 

Strangeways 1990. 

Nikki Jameson and Eric Allison. 


O ut of sight, out of mind is 
how many people choose to 
regard prisoners and the 
prison system generally. 
Occasionally they will hear about 
not* and escapes or even the 
luxurious conditions inside British 
prisons including slap-up Xmas 
meals of lobster and caviar provided 
at the tax-payers expense. Otherwise, 
unless you have experienced prison 
yourself or know someone who has. 
prisons are in every sense a closed 
world, shut off from daily scrutiny. 
That is until I April 1990. when 
around 300 prisoners took 
Strangeways jail by storm and 
spectacularly blew the lid off a 
degrading, brutal and dehumanising 
system. Originally planned as a 
limited protest in the prison chapel 
that Sunday, once underway the 
protest unleashed yean of pent-up 
bitterness and injustice at the condi¬ 
tions under which the prisoners were 
held and gathered a ferocious 
momentum. Over 1000 prisoners 
look part in the protest that day. The 
vast majority were liberated from 
their cells by other prisoners who had 
liberated the screws of their keys, or 
used fire-extinguishen and other 
equipment lo smash down cell doors 
Up to 400 priaonen made their way 


to the roof of the jail from 
where they observed the 
world around them: the 
media frenzy and journal¬ 
ists gathering like packs of 
dogs, the police operation 
and the screws hanging 
around impotent!y. unable 
to do anything. For once, 
power was in the hands of 
men who had endured 
months and years of 
physical and ptycholog- 
ical abuse. 

Strangeways 1990 - A 
Serious Disturbance I 
chronicles the proteat from 
its beginning to its end on 25 April 
and beyond to the aftermath, 
including the Woolfe Inquiry and the 
punishments meted out to the 
prisoners involved. Quoting exten¬ 
sively from the prisoners involved in 
the protest, this book captures the 
flavour of freedom experienced by 
the men during their time on the roof 
of the jail. It alao gives them the 
opportunity to explain what really 
happened during the protest as 
opposed to what the media would 
choose for us to believe. It allows 
them to describe the conditions in 
which they were held where men 
were incarcerated in cells for up to 


- 


Strangeways 1990 

A serious 
disturbance 


22 hours a day. three men to a cell, 
slopping out. one shower a week, one 
change of clothes a week. 

“On reaching the back of the 
church. I exited with other 
inmates...I was even more taken 
aback to find no confrontations with 
any warders; the place seemed 
completely deserted...After going 
three-quarters of the way round the 
rotunda, my attention was automati¬ 
cally drawn to the scaffolding and I 
felt this compulsion to enter and 
climb it to the roof...l quickly scaled 
the scaffolding. This extra physical 
activity was most exhilarating and 
the prospect of reaching the top was 
thrilling because I was about to 


observe the living outside world for 
the first time in ten yean of incarcer¬ 
ation. 

“1 noticed a large number of men 
occupying F-Wing roof and 
obviously in some kind of confronts 
non with warden below...I noticed 
that A-Wing roof was unoccupied so. 
with caution at first, I crossed from 
F-Wing to A Wing...On finally 
reaching this roof I admittedly began 
to vent my ten yean of frustration 
and anger over my illegal treatment 
and that of many other lifen who I 
know who'vc been subjected to the 
same brutal force by the warden, 
both mentally and physically, not just 
in Strangeways but many other insti¬ 
tutions around the British Islet .So 
this relative freedom naturally 
brought a reaction and l begun to 
disassemble the roof with complete 
joy and frustration. 

“Admittedly, many insulting words 
were passed between us and the 
warden (gathered in the interior 
prison car-park | and some of their 
actions were quite provocative and 
they made quite obvious the serious 
consequences once this siege was 
over the penalty on coming down 
would be broken limb* My reaction 
was rebuke and laughter at such 


wasn't an inmate at the end of their 
batons, fists and boon in some segre¬ 
gation unit” 

Alan Lord, one of the first prisoners 


on the roof. He received a 10 year 
sentence for his part in the protest. 

"Within a prison that had relied so 
heavily on brutality and an institu¬ 
tionalised denial of human rights, the 
Strangeways uprising represented an 
eloquent statement that things would 
never again be quite the same. The 
old order was indeed changing and 
never again would regimes that had 
existed in gaols like Strangeways 
prior lo the 1990 revolt posses the 
same potency to terrorise and 
subdue. Prisoners had shown that 
even one of the most brutal gaols in 
England, a true bastion of screw 
power and authority could be 
reduced to a burning wreck if and 
when priaonen decided that eamgli 
was enough. 

And so the struggle of prisoners 
continues. Strangeways was ■ high 
point in that struggle, a magnificent 
explosion of solidarity and courage, a 
true rrvnluriouary act that inspired 
and stictightened prisoners every¬ 
where”. John Bowden, prisoner 
1980-1992) 

The highest recommendation for 
this book and its accurate description 
of life inside a British jail comes frm 
a Mr Fred Wright, a screw working 
at Strangeways prior lo and during 
the jail protest Mr Wright has 
instructed his solicitors to inform the 
company which printed the bokk that 
he is considering taking legal action 
for defamation. Enough said! 








You Couldn't Make It Up 


H‘» tod for ordinary people to undorstand just how much |oumal!ata are 
apoon fad Information.The Spin-Matter generals know all too well how to play 
the information game. They know how to control, reatrict and, If need be. 
throttle access, important to newspapers and absolutely vital to radio and 
television. And If you don’t play the game, you're toast. No stories for you, 
mate. Everybody's at It. the Bosnian Serbs, the police, the Labour Party 
Tbtdng on the big guns Is not easy. It requires more cere, more attention to 
that place where the devil Nee, the detail. For example, Cabinet misters are 
quoted with scrupulous accuracy. The unemployed on a housing eststa less 
so. Why? Such cheap, second hand cynicism Is now the governing ideology 
of the working journalist. 

John Sweeney, 11 9 95, Guardian. The following week Sweeney, writing In the 
Observer, described Red Action as being run by Special Branch and MI5 . Vbu're 
toast, John. 

I remember how in the period of the Cold War the American government, terri¬ 
fied lest Irish Republicans (then under Stalinist control) penetrate the 
dockyards, sst out to destroy the Official IRA. They created the Provisionals, 
originally bac k ed by the Republic, and originally with an emphasis on 
Nationalist tradition rather than Nationalist revolution. When the new set of 
Ttoublee began twenty years ago, the Provisionals pushed the Officials out of 
existence and took over. It ignored Its sponsors In the same way as Lanin 
spumed his German imperial sponsors who paved the way for Bolshevik 

Albert Metzler, / Couldn't Point Golden Angels 

If no-one does strike It kicky, then we hops that H the IRA ceasefire ever does 
breakdown by publishing this plan we may have done our bit towards the war. 

Class War. January 1996. on producing In their paper a ground plan of Eton 
College 

In an interview In the New Statesman last year, Tony Cliff, the leading 
member of the SWP, was asked whose opinion ha trusted in important 
matters. His reply was that, other than Chris Harman and Lyndsey German - 
two otto SWP leaders • he "couldn't think of a single other living person I 
could consult". 

IS Group leaflet 

What W any of these groupings (IWCA, SLP etc) ..were to win? Or let in the 
fascists by default? What would be the reaction of the black and asian 
communities in East London if an Intervention lets the fascists in? Its hardly 
likely to be celebratory. 

Black Flag. Issue 207. The regular advice to all and sundry from anarchists in 
general is Fuck the Vote' What would happen if everybody, bar BNP supporters, 
followed their advice? Hardly likely to be celebratory 

The Gravesend Anti-Nazi League have outed Jim Taylor of Lower Range Road 
an alleged neo-nazi, as the lead singer end guitarist of the far-right band, 
Squadron. The information was passed on to local police and a meeting was 
organised between the ANL and, among others, Jon Snapp, the community 
police officer. 

Expecting some sort of action the campaigners were surprised when 
absolutely nothing happened 

The Law. legal newspaper. Feb/March/April 1996. A meeting with the Community 
bobbte’ By Any Means Necessary’ 

Tommy Sheridan (Scottish Militant Labour), in opening the conference, made 
It clear that he saw the Scottish Socialist Alliance aa "an organisation out for 

revolutionary change".There were two main areas of controversy. Firstly, 

the statement on local government Included the point that the SSA stands for 
“No council tax rises above the rate of Inflation". An smmendment from 
communist members of the Socialist Labour Party aought to change that to 
"No council tax rteee’...The arguments against the amendments came mainly 
from SML members. They thought we would alienate local government 
workers, who would assume under "no council tax rtsee" their jobs and 
peywould be under attack. 

Weekly Worker. April 1996. The Scottish Socialist Alkance out lor revolutionary 
change, but not at the expense of a pay rise lor the OSS snooper 


JOIN REDACTION! 



Independent Working Cuss Association 


The Independent Working Class Association has been 
established to promote and celebrate the political indepen¬ 
dence of the working class and to pursue the political and 
economic interests of that class, with no consideration for, 
and regardless of consequence to, the existing political and 
economic structures. 


Membership enquiries, Information, literature and stickers are available from: 
BM Box IWCA, London WC1N 3XX 


Cash Appeal! 


A s an organisation Red Action might be consid¬ 
ered unique on the British Left for a variety of 
reasons. However, what instantly distinguishes us 
from the competition is the social strata our 
members and supporters are overwhelmingly 
drawn from. Of all classes in society it is the 
working class, and unskilled manual working class 
in particular, that is most heavily represented within 
our ranks. As a direct consequence we tend to 
suffer unduly from low pay and no pay. The result 
is that while the political commitment of the 
membership may be second to none, the financial 
commitment can never hope to be better than 
second best. 

T his lack of cash has proved a serious handicap 
in the past. However, with the probable election 
of a Labour government in the autumn, the radical 
Left and, we believe, the radical Right, will face new 
challenges and opportunities. This will be the 
moment of truth for many on the Left. Some will be 
found wanting. We will not. 

T o enable to match our ambition to the opportu¬ 
nity, we are asking for the first time that our 
subscribers and regular readers help financially 
with the defecit. Your contribution will help deter¬ 
mine what our influence in the political arena will 
be 

Make cheques and postal orders payable to Red 
Action and send them to the London address. 


E ARE REDACTION 


Supporting membership for a year is £5. Make cheque/p.o. out to Red Action, 
you wifi receive a subscription to the paper, a regular newsletter and notitxa 
t*on of AA activities. Subscription to the paper are still available at £3 for 5 
issues 


T he collapse of Soviet communism 
has signalled the end of an era. 
Capitalism's golden age, defined 
by the economic and political certainties 
of the Cokf War, has fumed to crisis. As a 
discipline on the entire working class, 
mass unemployment is restored as a 
permanent condition. As capitalism 
expanded, many reforms such as nation¬ 
alisation, implemented to serve the needs 
of capital,^IMo served the needs of 
society. As capitalism contracts, deindus¬ 
trialisation and the return to the principal 
of privatisation in health, public transport, 
housing and education sustains the 
profits of the wealthy directly at society's 
expense. 

In the short term, open conflict within 
and between classes is certain. 
Ultimately, the choice faced will be 
government without consent or social 
revolution. 

Leninism, which decrees the interests of 
the working class are subordinate to the 
will of one revolutionary party, is the 
decisive influence on the far left. An 
apologist for the authoritarian state, it 
advertises the lie that dictatorship (ie 
minority rule) can be progressive. This 
betrayal mocks the theory and practice of 
Marx and Engels and any notion of 
independent working class initiative. The 
surrender of the political high ground to 
the opponents of total social change has 
paralysed the working class internation¬ 
ally 

Sectarian division on the left continues 
to be a comfort to a system which 
socialism promised to replace Factions, 
whose immaculate programmes for party 
dictatorship result m the pursuit of goals 
exclusive to themselves, contribute 


nothing to the real movement of the 
working class, except to help delay its 
political renaissance In all essentials 
reactionary, they are the socialists of the 
previous generation 

Anarchism, which claims to be a liber¬ 
tarian alternative to Leninism, could never 
work. Anarchism means the principled 
opposition to the exerase of any authority 
Accordingly, even the most perfect 
democracy would be regarded by 
anarchism as authoritarian as it means 
the imposition of a social decision by a 
majority on a minority. The answer to 
bureaucratic authority is democratic 
authority, not the abolition of authority. 

We must start afresh 

In every country the working class 
possesses one striking advantage over 
the capitalists - numbers. However, 
numbers without unity and unity without 
organisation is free of political advantage 
The purpose of a revolutionary working 
class organisation is to raise the working 
class to the position of the ruling class. To 
transfer political power from the minority 
to the majority 

Unconditional democracy is the sole 
political form through which the aspira 
tions of the majonty can then be exercised 
and made secure A revolutionary organ 
isation must always and everywhere 
represent the interests of the movement 
as a whole. It must be working class in 
instinct, composition and orientation. It 
must be built In a democratic manner from 
the bottom up. rather than by decree from 
the top down. Direct democratic control by 
working people over their own orgamsa 
tions is the necessary preparation ter the 
future rule ol working people over their 
own countries 










Hart. 27 May 19%. This led ID accusations by some 

student anarchists of people “over- 
IT The' loyalist! and reacting". Running in parallel to 
W/ fascists regard as this was the anarchists demand to 
▼ Y insignificant', right s to access and verify Red 
sections of the Left often Action's own intelligence sources 
regard as ‘outrageous’ la a etc. The timing was to say the 


W: 


magazine Black Rag', in an Relationships irrevocably broke 
article entitled “If voting down when the RA organiser's 
M changed anything.. ", VOR house was attacked while he was 


I a the Loyalist Red Hand 
issue 34. Red Action are 
referred to as a “tiny sect". 
The reference is in relation to the 
prosecution of only ten out of 
sixty arrested following rl arhf 
will) loyalists, fascists sou police 
daring a loyaM* counter-demoo- 
stratum m Ed.nburgh on MS* 
1995 Red Hand names aad identi 
fiea the ten as s u pporters of Red 
Action. 

A Troops Out new s lett e r saw 
titigp differently, Mart* that 
“police made elevaa arrmsaa the 
march • lea of which warn loyal* 
ists. the other being a march 
steward who had tackled ooe of 
the assailants (be was released 
later that day). It continued: 
“meanwhile, outside the much, 
members of the BNP were 
fighting with Red Action who had 
intercepted them on their way to 
the march. This resulted in another 
forty arrests". 

Curiously, there is no attempt si 
a breakdown of the figures. No 
reports of injuries, remands in 
custody, charges etc (or are we just 
being over-sensitive?). 

In fact both reports were wrong. 
The counter-demonstration to the 
counter-demonstration was in fact 
an AFA initiative. Anyway, let's 
get back to the foyabm/foadme 
obsession with ‘the tiny sect Red 
Action'. If there is a pressing need 
to mention sine at all, instead of 
tiny Red Action sect’, may we 
recommend the small but beauti¬ 
fully formed Red Action ? 

The general understanding of a 
sect, using Left wing terminology, 
is a anal organisation. This dona 
not mean that everybody in it is 
under five foot six. but that its 
supporters are not numerous, and 
while sharing the ideology, modus 
operand! and orientation and 
objectives of. say. other Trots, they 
stridently cherish some insignifi¬ 
cant historical detail that justifies 
independent stmetum* 

Whether a political tendency is 
to be considered an organisation, 
group, sect or tiny sect has to be 
gauged by the relative size of its 
competitors. Because of the 
fragmentation of the Left, only the 
SWF and possibly Militant might 
gauge their membership in four 
figures, every other political 
tendency will register in neither 
the three or two figure category. 
Some will even count their 
membership in single figures. 

But not Red Action! According 
to Red Hand, we had ten arrested 
in Edinburgh. Double figures! 
Mid-table respectability! So to 
continue In meet the criteria for a 
'tiny sect' would mean that this 
counter-demonstration was in fact 
a national mobilisation If so. Red 
Action must be the first organisa¬ 
tion in history to have its entire 
membership bar none arrested on 
a single demonstration. 

But that is probably not what 
Red Hand mean by ‘tiny’. The 
subliminal message to their 
supporteri is that Red Action is 
negligible, puny and wee, insignif¬ 
icant. oothing to worry about. 
Everybody reassured for (be 
moment? Good. But as the old 
song goes, “We'll meet again, 
don't know where, don't know 
when but..” 

STOP PRESS 

“Who it was, I don’t know, the next 
thing the windows were put in. We 
don't know who it come from” 
John McKinnon, of the Apprentice 
Boy* of Derry, outside the White 


ested in working with others to 
talk to workers, not the Left. 
Obviously, many anarchists won't 
work with them in areas like 
G las g o w where their behaviour 
has been outrageous hut tflMI 
Whoa! What outrageous behav¬ 
iour is this , we ask? Who was 
involved? When did it happen? We 
searched the entire article, but in 
vain. The remark is not pul in any 
context or even mentioned again. 
Seemingly, further elaboration is 
not necessary. This mean* that 
they believe that everyone is 
familiar with the talc, or they 
believe that everybody they know 


glued, shit put through the 
letterbox, flammable liquid 
sprayed on the door etc. Though 
initially it was the fash that copped 
for It big my Is, tore w ai n s • 
lingering suspicion even today, as 
it bore some tell-tale hallmark of 
ae ALF-typt op. 

The following day, Glasgow Red 
Action were informed by letter 


their own branch of AFA to be 
called Glasgow South Central 
AFA'! To make matters worse, the 
victim of *• attack was oamed as 
being responsible for the break- 



Ounoford attack show what they thmk of Red Action 
Chmoforo attack, vet another group NOT MTMOATED IV THE 
twv sect Red Action. The* defiance would be mone 

CONVINCING HAD THEY NOT ADOED SUNGLASSES, EYEBROWS AND 
FRMQE TO MAINTAIN THE* ANONYMITY. 


is familiar with H. One way or the 
other, it doesn’t say a lot for their 
circulation expectations. 

Intrigued, we made our investi¬ 
gations. What the intrepid VOR 
team uncovered is indeed “outra¬ 
geous", mind-boggling in fact. 

A couple of yean ago a Red 
Action member met a fellow AFA 
member at hit work. After 
exchanging initial pleasantries for 
a few moments, our man informed 
him that a number of AFA houses 
in Edinburgh had been turned over 
by the plod. Inquiries bad been 
made by Special Branch regarding 
Animal Liberation Front- type 
activities. “Yeah, I know all about 
that. I've met them [the Branch| as 
well”. Stunned, our man listened 
as his (soon to be former) anti¬ 
fascist colleague blurted out the 
tortured tale. He explained that the 
Special Branch had contacted his 
grandmother who had passed on 
his work address Aren't grans 
brilliant? SB rang him at work and 
he agreed to meet them at a pub 
they had chosen in the city centre. 
He didn’t want them to come to 
his work: “I'm not one to gossip 
myself but you know how people 
talk" and so on. 

Having consulted with other Red 
Action members, it was concluded 
that the incident was genuinely 
bizarre and, though maybe not 
sinister, needed to be aired 
publicly. When the subject was 
raised at the next AFA meeting, 
the response from his fellow 
anarchists left Glasgow Red 
Action slack jawed in amazement. 
Not only did they know about it. 
they practically approved! “It's 
alright as long ss you know what 
you're doing. You can find out 
what they are up to" was the 


Now, Glasgow AFAs operations 
from the very beginning would 
never have seen eye to eye with 
the Left’s dvil liberties lobby Not 
unnaturally, these disclosures 
caused the more partisan 
exponents of AFA's policies to 
blister out in a Nixon-iikc sweat. 


When news of the dispute 
filtered down to London where 
Red Action and the Direct Action 
Movement were working together 
amicably, the whole Special 
Branch aspect wu (initially) 
denied • H wan all a dastardly plot, 
etc etc. 

In this atmosphere, informed of 
Glasgow South Central AFA's 
inaugural meeting. Glasgow AFA 
invited themselves, and explained 
why the precedent of 'rival' 
branches in the same city was, 
let's say unacceptable. Rightly or 
wrongly, in the inimitable style of 
the City of Culture, the point was 
reinforced with s couple of slaps. 

Unlike its LA counter-part from 
whence it took its name. Glasgow 
South Central was intimidated 
Anyway, by the time the ‘story’ 
had been re-eyeled s couple of 
times, some anarchists were 
posturing like they were involved 
in s rerun of the Spanish Civil War 
• Fuck 1936. We want a replay! 
and all that. Metaphorically 
speaking, of course. 

So there you have it all. The 
short and inglorious legend of 
Glasgow South Central AFA and 
Red Action's “outrageous behav¬ 
iour" that caused its unlamented 
demise. 

Although these events occurred 
in the summer of 1992. nobody 
has explained the full background 
in print before (apart from an aside 
from the anarchist Counter 
Information who described Red 
Action shortly afterwards as 
“Leninist bootboys". For what it's 
worth, they also refer to the 
International Third Position as 
“former fascists") This formal 
reserve has naturally enhanced 
rather than hindered the 
whispering campaign, which has 
developed into s kind of cottage 
industry. So naturally, the Voice of 
Reason is grateful for the opportu¬ 
nity to clear the air. Just in cane 
Black Flag’s readership may have 
thought for one moment that the 
article's reticence wan simply a 
result of sloppy editing or 


































































